^\onal^ 


PageB  2739-^766 


FEDERAL 


REGISTER 


VOLUME  26 


*934 

^  ^A/ITEO  ^ 

Washington,  Saturday,  April  1,  1961 


NUMBER  62 


THE  uiJivrr.::T( 

OF,  M I C n ( o A N 

APR  4  i531 


Contents 


-  'MAIN  — 
nwffiwcnrorm 


THE  PRESIDENT 
Proclamation 

Cancer  Control  Month,  1961 _  2741 

EXECUTIVE  AGENCIES 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 


Proposed  Rule  Making  : 

Milk  in  certain  designated  mar¬ 
keting  areas: 

Austin-Waco  and  San  Antonio, 

Texas _  2751 

Central  West  Texas _  2755 

Corpus  Christi,  Texas _  2756 

North  Texas _  2750 

Texas  Panhandle _  2750 

Wichita,  Kansas _  2752 

Rules  and  Regulations  : 

Fruit  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona;  handling  limita¬ 
tions: 

Lemons  (2  documents) _  2743 

Navel  oranges _  2742 

Valencia  oranges _  2743 

Grapefruit  grown  in  Lower  Rio 
Grande  Valley  in  Texas;  ship¬ 
ments  limitation _  2744 


Agricultural  Research  Service 

Proposed  Rule  Making: 

Smoked  hams  and  other  pork 
products  under  Federal  meat  in¬ 
spection;  notice  of  public  hear¬ 
ings  on  moisture  content _  2756 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Agricultural  Research  Serv¬ 
ice. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Notices: 

Pacific-Southwest  local  service 
case;  notice  of  oral  argument _  2760 


Civil  Service  Commission 

Rules  and  Regulations: 

Exceptions  from  the  competitive 
service: 

Agriculture  Department _  2742 

State  Department _  2742 

Territorial  post  differentials  and 
cost-of-living  allowances;  mis¬ 
cellaneous  amendments _ : _  2742 


Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

Proposed  Rule  Making: 

Chaises  and  credits  with  respect 
to  mortgage  loans,  profit  on  real 
estate  sold  and  related  items; 
miscellaneous  amendments  (2 
documents) _  2758 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Notices: 


Commerce  Department 

Notices: 

Montag,  Harold  A.;  statement  of 
changes  in  financial  interests.  _  2765 

Customs  Bureau 

Rules  and  Regulations: 

Customs  financial  and  accounting 
procedure ;  car  compartment  4 
and  package  seals _  2749 


Federal  Aviation  Agency 

Proposed  Rule  Making: 

De  Havilland  Model  104  Dove  air¬ 
craft;  airworthiness  directive.  _  2757 

Rules  and  Regulations: 

Federal  airways;  alteration _  2745 

Technical  standard  orders  for  air¬ 
craft  materials,  parts,  processes, 
and  appliances;  TSO-C70  life- 
rafts  (nonreversible) _  2745 


Federal  Communications  Com 
mission 


Notices: 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Marietta  Broadcasting,  Inc _  2760 

Rodio  Radio  and  WKAP,  Inc. 

(WKAP) _  2760 

Shane,  George _  2760 

Proposed  Rule  Making: 


Table  of  assignments,  television 
broadcast  stations;  certain  cities 
in  New  York  and  Pennsylvania; 
order  extending  time  for  filing 
comments _  2757 


Hearings,  etc.: 

City  of  Red  Bud,  Illinois,  et  al —  2760 

Interstate  Power  Co _  2762 

Northwestern  Public  Service 

Co _  2763 

Ohio  Oil  Co.  et  al _  2763 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

Rules  and  Regulations: 

Prohibited  trade  practices: 

B.  A.  Pur  Co.  et  al -  2747 

B.  Lowenstein  and  Brothers, 

Inc.,  et  al -  2746 

Burlington  Industries,  Inc _  2746 

Cari  Colette,  Inc.,  et  al _  2746 

Main  Street  Furniture,  Inc., 


Siegmund  Werner,  Inc.,  et  al _  2748 


Interior  Department 

See  National  Park  Service. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 


Notices: 

Fourth  section  applications  for  re¬ 
lief  _  2763 

Motor  carrier  transfer  proceed- 

ii^s _  2764 

Texas  intrastate  passenger  coach 
fares;  notice  of  investigation 
and  hearing _  2765 


National  Park  Service 

Notices: 

Assistant  Regional  Director;  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  regarding 
execution  and  approval  for  con¬ 
struction,  supplies,  equipment, 

and  services _  2765 

(Continued  on  next  page) 


2740 


CONTENTS 


Proposed  Rule  Making: 

Edison  Laboratory  National  Mon¬ 
ument  and  Gettysburg  National 
Military  Park  and  Cemetery; 
admission  fees _ 2750 

Post  Office  Department 

Notices: 

Rewards  for  information  and  serv¬ 
ices  in  connection  with  viola¬ 
tions  of  postal  laws _  2759 

Small  Business  Administration 

Notices: 

Regional  Counsel,  Seattle  Regional 
OfiBce;  delegation  relating  to 
legal  functions -  2766 

Treasury  Department 

See  Customs  Bureau. 


Codification  Guide 

The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  ports  oi  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by 
documents  published  in  today's  issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date, 
appears  at  the  end  of  each  issue  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

Monthly,  quarterly,  and  annual  cumulative  guides,  published  separately  from  the  daily  issues,  include  the 
section  nunibers  as  well  as  the  part  numbers  affected. 


3  CFR 


Proclamations  : 

3400 _  2741 

5  CFR 

6  (2  documents) _  2742 

350 _  2742 

7  CFR 

914 _ 2742 

922 . 2743 

953  (2  documents) _  2743 

1031 _  2744 

Proposed  Rules: 

911 _  2750 

943 _  2750 

949___ _  2751 

952 _  2751 

968 _ ■_ _ 2752 

982 _  2755 

998 _  2756 

9  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

17 -  2756 

12  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

563  (2  documents) _  2758 


14  CFR 

514 _  2745 

600 _  2745 

Proposed  Rules: 

507 _  2757 

16  CFR 

13  (6  documents) _  2746-2748 

19  CFR 

24 _  2749 

36  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

6 _  2750 

47  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

3 _  2757 


/Voir  Available 


Containing  Public  Messages, 
Speeches  and  Statements, 
Verbatim  News  Conferences 

■f 

Volumes  for  the  following 
years  are  now  available: 

1953  . $6.75 

1954  _  7.25 

1955  _  6.75 

1956  _  7.25 

1957  _  6.75 

1958  _  8.25 

1959  _  7.00 

Published  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register,  National  Archives  and  Records 
Service,  General  Services  Administration 

Order  from  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
United  States  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington  25,  D.C. 


Published  daily,  except  Sundays,  Mondays,  and  days  following  official  Federal  holidays, 
by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration,  piursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  the  Federal  Register  Act,  ap¬ 
proved  July  26,  1935  (49  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  U5.C.,  ch.  8B),  under  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register,  approved  by  the  President.  Distribution  is  made  only  by  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

The  Federal  Rboistes  will  be  furnished  by  maU  to  sub^ribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $1.50  per  month  or  $15.00  per  year,  payable  in 
advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  (minimum  15  cents)  varies  in  proportion  to  the  size  of  the  issue.  Remit  check  or  money 
order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  directly  to  the  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

The  regulatory  material  appearing  herein  is  keyed  to  the  Code  op  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published,  under  50  titles,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  11  of  the  Federal  Register  Act,  as  amended  August  6,  1953.  The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  books  and  pocket  supplements  vary. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register,  or  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 


Telephone 


FEDERAlii6REGISTER 


worth  3-336 


Presidential  Documents 


Title  3— THE  PRESIDENT 

Proclamation  3400 
CANCER  CONTROL  MONTH,  1961 
By  the  President  of  the  United  States 
of  America 
A  Proclamation 

WHEREAS  cancer  strikes  in  approxi¬ 
mately  two  of  three  American  families 
and  seriously  affects  the  vitality  of  our 
Nation;  and 

WHEREAS  the  one  million  Americans 
who  have  been  saved  from  cancer  are 
living  testimony  to  the  success  of  con¬ 
trol  methods  produced  over  decades  of 
arduous  and  painstaking  research;  and 
WHEREAS  it  is  clear  to  all  who  battle 
this  disease  that  the  solution  of  the 
problem  of  cancer  will  be  achieved  only 
by  full  application  of  control  measures 
now  known  and  of  those  yet  to  be  de¬ 
veloped;  and 

WHEREAS  it  is  essential  to  the  health 
of  the  Nation  that  our  citizens  be  aware 
of  the  extensive  efforts  directed  toward 
the  control  of  cancer  in  order  to  avail 
themselves  of  these  measures;  and 
WHEREAS  the  Congress,  by  a  joint 
resolution  approved  March  28,  1938  (52 
Stat.  148),  has  authorized  and  requested 
the  President  to  issue  annually  a  proc¬ 
lamation  setting  apart  the  month  of 
April  of  each  year  as  Cancer  Control 
Month: 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  JOHN  F.  KEN¬ 
NEDY,  President  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  do  hereby  proclaim  the 
month  of  April  1961  as  Cancer  Con¬ 
trol  Month;  and  I  invite  the  Governors 
of  the  States,  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico,  and  other  areas  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States 
to  issue  similar  proclamations. 

I  also  request  the  medical  and  allied 
health  professions,  the  communications 
industries,  and  all  interested  persons  and 
groups  to  unite  during  the  designated 
month  in  public  reaffirmation  of  this 
Nation’s  effort  to  control  the  disease  of 

C3>11CCF 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  here¬ 
unto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  Seal 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  be 
affixed. 

DONE  at  the  City  of  Washington  this 
twenty-fifth  day  of  March  in  the  year 
of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred 
[SEAL]  and  sixty-one,  and  of  the  Inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  United  States  of 
America  the  one  hundred  and  eighty- 
fifth. 

John  F.  Kennedy 

By  the  President: 

Chester  Bowles, 

Acting  Secretary  of  State. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2934:  Filed,  Mar.  30,  1961; 
2:08  p.m.] 
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Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  6— EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  State 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraph  (4)  is  added 
to  §  6.302(t)  as  set  out  below. 

§  6.302  Department  of  State. 

*  •  *  ♦  • 

(t)  Bureau  of  African  Affairs.  *  *  * 
(4)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2896;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:49  ami.] 


part  6— exceptions  from  the 

COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  headnote  of  para¬ 
graph  (k)  of  §  6.311  is  amended  and  sub- 
paragraphs  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  are  added 
as  set  out  below. 

§  6.311  Department  of  Agriculture. 

•  •  •  «  • 

(fc)  Federal  Extension  Service — (1) 
The  Administrator. 

(2)  One  Deputy  Administrator. 

(3)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

(PR.  Doc.  61-2970;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
10:38  a.m.] 


Chapter  III — Foreign  and  Territorial 
Compensation 

PART  350— TERRITORIAL  POST  DIF¬ 
FERENTIALS  AND  COST-OF-LIVING 
ALLOWANCES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Effective  April  2,  1961,  paragraph  (c) 
of  §  350.1  and  §§  350.4  and  350.10  are 
amended  as  set  out  below." 


§  330.1  Definitions. 

***** 

(c)  “Territories”  means  Alaska,  Ha¬ 
waii,  the  possessions  of  the  United  States, 
and  such  additional  areas  located  out¬ 
side  the  continental  United  States  as  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall  designate  as  be¬ 
ing  within  the  scope  of  the  provisions 
of  Part  n  of  Executive  Order  10,000,  as 
amended,  and  as  listed  in  Part  326  of 
this  chapter. 

§  350.4  Areas  covered. 

The  following  areas  are  subject  to  the 
regulations  in  this  part: 

Alaska  (Including  all  the  Aleutian  Islands 
east  of  longitude  167  degrees  east  of  Green¬ 
wich). 

Hawaii  (including  Ocean  or  Kure  Island 
and  Palmyra  Island) . 

Puerto  Rico. 

Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States. 

American  Samoa  (Including  the  island  of 
Tutulla,  the  Manua  Islands,  and  all  other 
islands  of  the  Samoan  group  east  of  longi¬ 
tude  171  degrees  west  of  Greenwich,  together 
with  Swains  Island ) . 

Guam. 

Kingman  Reef. 

Johnston  or  Cornwallis  Island,  and  Sand 
Island. 

Midway  Islands. 

Wake  Island. 

Howland,  Baker,  and  Jarvis  Islands. 

Navassa  Island. 

Swan  Islands. 

Canton  and  Enderbury  Islands. 

Any  small  guano  islands,  rocks,  or  keys 
which,  in  pursuance  of  action  taken  under 
the  Act  of  Congress,  August  18,  1856,  are 
considered  as  appertaining  to  the  United 
States. 

Any  other  islands  to  which  the  United 
States  Government  reserves  claim  such  as 
Christmas  Island. 

§  350.10  Places  and  rates  at  which  dif¬ 
ferentials  shall  be  paid. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  207  of  the  act  and  section  202 
of  Executive  Order  10,000,  and  based  on 
(a)  extraordinarily  difficult  living  condi¬ 
tions,  (b)  excessive  physical  hardship, 
or  (c)  notably  unhealthful  conditions, 
differentials  are  established  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  places  and  rates: 

American  Samoa  (Including  the  island  of 
Tutulla,  the  Manua  Islands,  and  all  other 
islands  of  the  Samoan  group  east  of  longi¬ 
tude  171  degrees  west  of  Greenwich,  together 
with  Swains  Island) :  25  percent  of  rate  of 
basic  compensation. 

Guam:  25  percent  of  rate  of  basic 
compensation. 

Johnston  or  Cornwallis  Island,  and  Sand 
Island:  25  percent  of  rate  of  basic 
compensation. 

Midway  Islands :  25  percent  of  rate  of  basic 
compensation. 

Wake  Island:  25  percent  of  rate  of  basic 
compensation. 

Swan  Islands:  25  percent  of  rate  of  basic 
compensation. 

Canton  Island:  25  percent  of  rate  of  basic 
compensation. 

(Secs.  207,  104,  62  Stat.  194,  1205,  sec.  202, 
Part  n,  E.O.  10000,  13  F.R.  5453,  E.O.  10636, 


20  P  R.  7025;  5  U.S.C.  118h,  3  CPR,  1948  Supp., 
1955  Supp.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal!  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2848;  Piled,  Mar,  31,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  qnd 
Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  212] 

part  914 — NAVEL  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DES¬ 
IGNATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  914.512  Navel  Orange  Regulation  212. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  14,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
914),  regulating  the  handling  of  navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Navel 
Orange  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  navel  oranges,  as  herein¬ 
after  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  by  tending  to 
establish  and  maintain  such  orderly 
marketing  conditions  for  such  oranges 
as  will  provide,  in  the  interests  of  pro¬ 
ducers  and  consumers,  an  orderly  flow 
of  the  supply  thereof  to  market  through¬ 
out  the  normal  marketing  season  to 
avoid  unreasonable  fluctuations  in  sup¬ 
plies  and  prices,  and  is  not  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  maintaining  prices  to  farmers 
above  the  level  which  it  is  declared  to  be 
the  policy  of  Congress  to  establish  under 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C, 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  sec¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
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preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  navel 
oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation; 
interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for 
regulation  during  the  period  specified 
herein  were  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  after  such  meeting  was  held; 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  includ¬ 
ing  its  effective  time,  are  identical  with 
the  aforesaid  recommendation  of  the 
committee,  and  information  concerning 
such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  navel  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act,  to  make  this  section  effec¬ 
tive  during  the  period  herein  specified; 
and  compliance  with  this  section  will 
not  require  any  special  preparation  on 
the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the 
effective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  March  30,  1961. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  April  2,  1961, 
and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  April  9, 
1961,  are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2:  650,000  cartons; 

(iii)  Districts:  Unlimited  movement; 

(iv)  District  4:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
“District  4,”  and  “carton”  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  31,  1961. 

Ployd  F,  Hedlund, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

'  IPH.  Doc.  61-2983;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

11:25  a.m.] 


[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  220] 

PART  9  2  2  — VALENCIA  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  922.520  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 

220. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement  and  Order  No.  22 
as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  922) ,  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  Valencia  oranges 
grown  in  Arizona  and  designated  part 
of  California,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 


amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  as  amended,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of 
handling  of  such  Valencia  oranges  as 
hereinafter  provided- will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  1001-1011)  because  the  time 
intervening  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reason¬ 
able  time  is  permitted,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  for  preparation  for  such 
effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The  committee 
held  an  open  meeting  during  the  current 
week,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to 
consider  supply  and  market  conditions 
for  Valencia  oranges  and  the  need  for 
regulation;  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  views  at  this  meeting;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  including  its  effective  time,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Valencia 
oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  herein  specified;  and  compliance 
with  this  section  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  March  30, 1961. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 
beginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  April  2, 
1961,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t., 
April  9, 1961,  are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  100,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  28,120  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  125,000  cartoons. 

(2)  All  Valencia  oranges  handled  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  in  this  section 
are  subject  also  to  all  applicable  size 
restrictions  which  are  in  effect  pursuant 
to  this  part  during  such  period. 

(3)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“handler,”  “District  1,”  “District  2,” 
“District  3,”  and  “carton”  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order,  as  amended. 
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(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  31,  1961. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2984;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
11:25  a.m.] 


[Lemon  Reg.  892,  Arndt.  1] 

PART  953— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

Findings.  1.  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  53,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  953), 
regulating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown 
in  California  and  Arizona,  effective 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq. ; 
68  Stat.  906,  1047) ,  and  upon  the  basis 
of  the  recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  handling  of  such  lemons 
as  hereinafter  provided  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

2.  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  because  the  time 
intervening  between  the  date  when 
information  upon  which  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  based  became  available  and 
the  time  when  this  amendment  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended,  is  insufficient,  and  this  amend¬ 
ment  relieves  restriction  on  the  handling 
of  lemons  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona. 

Order,  as  amended.  The  provisions  in 
paragraph  (b)  (1)  (ii)  of  §953.999  (Lemon 
Regulation  892,  26  F.R.  2559)  are  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(ii)  District  2:  241,800  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.' 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  29,  1961. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2904;  PUed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Lemon  Reg.  893] 

PART  953— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 
§953.1000  I.«mon  Regulation  893. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
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Order  No.  53,  as  amended  (7  CPR  Part 
953),  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  UJS.C.  601- 
674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted  by 
the  Lemon  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  lemons  as  hereinafter  provided  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time;  and  go^  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  open  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  lemons  and  the  need  for 
regulation;  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  views  at  this  meeting;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  submitted 
to  the  Department  after  such  meeting 
was  held;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act,  to  make  this  section  effective 
during  the  period  herein  specified;  and 
compliance  with  this  section  will  not 
require  any  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of  persons  subject  hereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the 
effective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  Marc’i  28,  1961. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  lemons  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  beginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t., 
April  2,  1961  and  ending  at  12:01  a.m., 
P.s.t.,  April  9,  1961,  are  hereby  fixed  as 
follows: 

( 1 )  District  1 :  Unlimited  movement ; 

(ii)  District  2:  209,250  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 


(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  29,  1961. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-2903:  Filed.  Mar.  31.  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Grapefruit  Reg.  13] 

PART  1031— ORANGES  AND  GRAPE¬ 
FRUIT  GROWN  IN  LOWER  RIO 

GRANDE  VALLEY  IN  TEXAS 

Limitation  of  Shipments 
§  1031.326  Grapefruit  Regulation  13. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  and  Order  No.  131 
(7  CFR  Part  1031;  25  F.R.  9093),  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  oranges  and 
grapefruit  grown  in  the  lower  Rio 
Grande  Valley  in  Texas,  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1960,  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C,  601-674),  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendation  of  the  Texas  Valley 
Citrus  Committee  established  under  the 
aforesaid  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  grapefruit,  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  1001-1011)  because  the  time  inter¬ 
vening  between  the  date  when  infor¬ 
mation  upon  which  this  section  is  based 
became  available  and  the  time  when 
this  section  must  become  effective  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
as  hereinafter  set  forth.  Shipments  of 
all  grapefruit,  grown  in  the  production 
area,  are  presently  subject  to  regulation 
by  grades,  pack,  and  sizes,  pursuant  to 
the  marketing  agreement  and  order ;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  after  an  open 
meeting  of  the  Texas  Valley  Citrus 
Committee  on  March  21,  1961,  such 
meeting  was  held  to  consider  recom¬ 
mendations  for  regulation,  after  giving 
due  notice  of  such  meeting,  and  inter¬ 
ested  persons  were  afforded  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  submit  their  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  the  effective  time  hereof,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  committee,  and  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  such  provisions  and 


effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  grapefruit;  it 
is  necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act.  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
continued  regulation  of  the  handling  of 
grapefruit;  and  compliance  with  this 
section  will  not  require  any  special 
preparation  on  the  part  of  the  persons 
subject  thereto  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  Terms  used  in  the 
marketing  agreement  and  order  shall; 
v/hen  used  herein,  have  the  same  mean¬ 
ing  as  is  given  to  the  respective  terms  in 
said  marketing  agreement  and  order; 
and  terms  relating  to  grade,  diameter, 
and  pack  (including  standard  pack), 
when  used  herein,  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  is  given  to  the  respective 
terms  in  the  United  States  Standards  for 
Grapefruit  (Texas  and  States  other  than 
Florida,  California,  and  Arizona) 
§§  51.620  to  51.658  of  this  title)  for 
grapefruit  packed  in  a  1%  bushel  box. 

v2)  During  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  a.m.,  c.s.t.,  April  3,  1961,  and  end¬ 
ing  at  12:01  a.m.,  c.s.t.,  July  2,  1961,  no 
handler  shall,  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided,  handle: 

(i)  Any  container  of  grapefruit  of  any 
variety,  grown  in  the  production  area, 
unless  such  grapefruit  grade:  U.S. 
Fancy;  U.S.  No.  1  Bright;  U.S.  No.  1; 
U.S.  Combination,  with  not  less  than  60 
percent,  by  count,  of  the  grapefruit  in 
each  container  thereof  grading  at  least 
U.S.  No.  1  grade;  or  U.S.  No.  2; 

(ii)  Any  grapefruit  of  any  variety, 
grown  as  aforesaid,  which  are  of  a  size 
smaller  than  2iyio  inches  in  diameter,  ex¬ 
cept  that  not  more  than  10  percent,  by 
count,  of  such  grapefruit  in  any  lot  of 
containers,  and  not  more  than  15  per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  of  such  grapefruit  in  any 
individual  container  in  such  lot,  may  be 
of  a  size  smaller  than  2  Hie  inches  in 
diameter; 

(iii)  Any  grapefruit  cf  any  variety, 
grown  as  aforesaid,  in  any  box  or  carton 
having  inside  dimensions  other  than 
those  specified  in  subdivision  (iv)  of  this 
subparagraph  unless  (a)  the  grapefruit 
are  packed  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  standard  pack;  or  (b)  are 
of  a  diameter  within  the  diameter  limits 
specified  for  one  of  the  following  pack 
sizes  except  that  not  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  of  the  grapefruit  in  such 
container  may  be  outside  of  such  diam¬ 
eter  limits: 


Pack  .“size 

Diameter  limits  in 
inchc.s 

Minimum 

Maximum 

46 . 

4^6 

5 

150 . 

(iv)  Any  grapefruit  of  any  variety, 
grown  as  aforesaid,  in  a  container  hav¬ 
ing  inside  dimensions  of  19%  x  13^  x 
13  V2  inches  unless  such  container  is 
packed  in  accordance  with  one  of  the 
following  pack  sizes  and  contains  the 
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applicable  number  of  grapefruit  that  are 
within  the  diameter  limits  specified  for 
the  particular  pack  size,  except  that  not 
more  than  10  percent,  by  coimt,  of  such 
grapefruit  in  such  container  may  be  out¬ 
side  such  diameter  limits; 

Number  of 

Pack  size:  grapefruit 


46 _  48 

54  or  56 -  56 

64 _  64 

70  or  72 -  72 

80 _  80 

96 _  96 

112  or  113 - 112 

125  or  126 -  125 

150 _  150 


(v)  The  provisions  of  subdivisions  (iii) 
and  (iv)  of  this  subparagraph  shall  not 
apply  to  the  grapefruit  in  any  gift  pack¬ 
age  of  fruit. 


All  grapefruit  of  any  variety,  grown  as 
aforesaid,  handled  during  the  period 
specified  in  this  section  are  subject  to  all 
applicable  container  regulations  which 
are  in  effect  pursuant  to  the  aforesaid 
marketing  agreement  and  order  during 
such  period. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  28, 1961. 


Floyd  P.  Hedlxjnd, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 


IPJl.  Doc.  61-2888;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  C — AIRCRAFT  REGULATIONS 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  566;  Arndt.  43] 

PART  514 — TECHNICAL  STANDARD 

ORDERS  FOR  AIRCRAFT  MATE¬ 
RIALS,  PARTS,  PROCESSES,  AND 
.  APPLIANCES 

TSO-C70  Liferafts  (Nonreversible) 

Proposed  §  514.76  establishing  mini¬ 
mum  performance  standards  for  life¬ 
rafts  of  nonreversible  ts^ies  to  be  used  on 
civil  aircraft  of  the  United  States,  was 
published  in  25  P.R.  10947. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendment.  Comments 
were  received  from  one  airline,  which 
related  only  to  the  proposed  FAA  stand¬ 
ard  referenced  in  the  TSO.  They  were 
generally  editorial  or  clarifying  in  na¬ 
ture  and  included  such  suggestions  as 
replacing  “nylon  or  polyethylene”  with 
“non-rotting”  in  the  requirements  for 
mooring  line;  substituting  “boarding 
aids”  for  “handles  and  stirrups”  and 
“capacity”  for  “size”  and  revising  the 
wording  in  the  sections  relating  to  moor¬ 
ing  lines  and  launching  equipment.  All 
such  editorial  and  language  changes 
were  adopted  since  they  were  considered 
improvements  and  did  not  change  the 
substance  of  the  requirements.  It  was 
also  recommended  that  seam  tape  be 


used  on  the  outside  of  seams  and  manual 
inflation  valves  incorporate  a  check 
valve  feature.  These  were  not  accepted 
as  they  would  unnecessarily  restrict  de¬ 
sign  without  materially  increasing  safety. 
All  adopted  suggestions  are  being  incor¬ 
porated  in  a  revision  of  the  FAA  stand¬ 
ard,  dated  March  1,  1961. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  del^ated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  6489), 
Part  514  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  (14  CFR  Part  514)  is  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

Section  514.76  is  added  as  follows; 

§  514.76  Liferafts  (nonreversible) — 
TSO-C70. 

(a)  Applicability — (1)  Minimum  per¬ 
formance  standards.  Minimum  per¬ 
formance  standards  are  hereby  ■'estab¬ 
lished  for  liferafts  (nonreversible)  which 
are  required  to  be  of  an  approved  type 
to  be  eligible  for  use  on  civil  aircraft 
of  the  United  States.  Nonreversible  life- 
raft  models  manufactured  on  or  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  section  shall 
meet  the  standards  set  forth  in  FAA 
Standard  “Nonreversible  Liferafts”  * 
dated  March  1, 1961. 

(b)  Marking.  The  raft  shall  be  per¬ 
manently  marked  in  accordance  with  the 
marking  provisions  of  §  514.3  except  for 
the  following: 

(1)  The  serial  number  of  the  raft 
need  not  be  included. 

(2)  Include  the  rated  and  the  overload 
capacity  of  the  raft. 

(3)  Include  the  type  of  raft,  i.e..  Type 
I  or  Type  II. 

(c)  Data  requirements.  (1)  One  copy 
each  of  the  following  shall  be  furnished 
to  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Division,  Bureau  of  Flight 
Standards,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Washington  25,  D.C. : 

(1)  Packing  instructions. 

(ii)  Operation  instructions. 

(iii)  Assembly  drawing. 

(iv)  Applicable  limitations  pertaining 
to  installation  of  rafts  on  aircraft. 
These  limitations  shall  include  the  min¬ 
imum  and  maximum  stowage  area  tem¬ 
peratures  and  any  other  limitations 
which  will  prevent  the  raft  from  per¬ 
forming  its  intended  function  and  from 
complying  with  the  minimum  perform¬ 
ance  standards  under  all  reasonably 
foreseeable  emergency  conditions.  The 
raft  manufacturer  shall  also  provide 
the  purchaser  with  such  limitations. 

(2)  The  manufacturer  shall  maintain 
a  current  file  of  complete  design  data. 

(3)  The  manufacturer  shall  maintain 
a  current  file  of  complete  data  describ¬ 
ing  the  inspection  and  test  procedures 
applicable  to  his  liferafts.  (See  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  this  section.) 

(d)  Quality  control.  Liferafts  shall 
be  produced  under  a  quality  control  sys¬ 
tem,  established  by  the  manufacturer, 
which  will  assure  that  each  raft  is  in 
conformity  with  the  requirements  of  this 
section  and  is  in  a  condition  for  safe 
operation.  This  system  shall  be  de- 


>  Copies  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to:  Aeronautical  Reference  Branch, 
Correspondence  Inquiry  Section,  MS-126, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Washington  25, 
D.C. 


scribed  in  the  data  required  under  par¬ 
agraph  (c)  (3)  of  this  section.  A  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  Administrator  shall  be 
permitted  to  make  such  inspections  and 
production  tests  at  the  manufacturer’s 
facility  as  may  be  necessary  to  determine 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  this 
section. 

Effective  date:  May  1,  1961. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601;  72  Stat.  752,  775;  49  U.S.C. 
1354(a),  1421) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
27,  1961. 

George  C.  Prill, 
Acting  Director,  Bureau  of 
Flight  Standards. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2869;  Filed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:45  ajn.] 


SUBCHAPTER  E— AIR  NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  61-WA-31] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

Alteration 

'The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
§§  600.6837  and  600.6885  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator  is  to  alter 
VOR  Federal  airways  Nos.  837  and  885 
so  that  they  will  coincide  with  an  altera¬ 
tion  to  V<)R  Federal  airway  No.  139. 

Victor  airways  837  and  885  were  orig¬ 
inally  designated  to  overlie  Victor  139 
between  Providence,  RJ.,  and  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  Providence  VOR  043° 
True  and  the  Boston,  Mass.,  VORTAC 
133°  True  radials.  Victor  139  is  being 
redesignated  between  these  points  in 
Airspace  Docket  No.  59-WA-75  (25  FJl. 
2360),  via  a  new  VOR  to  be  installed 
near  Whitman,  Mass.,  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  21,  1961.  Therefore,  Victor  airways 
837  and  885  are  being  redesignated  from 
the  Providence  VOR  via  the  Whitman 
VOR  to  the  intersection  of  the  Whitman 
VOR  041°  True  and  the  Boston  VORTAC 
133°  True  radials. 

Since  the  changes  effected  by  these 
amendments  impose  no  ^ditional  bur¬ 
den  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 
However,  to  conform  to  the  commission¬ 
ing  date  of  the  Whitman  VOR,  these 
changes  will  be  made  effective  more  than 
30  days  after  publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  P.R.  12582) , 
the  following  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  the  text  of  §  600.6837  (26  P.R. 
21)  “to  the  INT  of  the  Providence  VOR 
C43°  True  and  the  Boston,  Mass., 
VORTAC  133°  True  radials.”  is  deleted 
and  “Whitman,  Mass.,  VOR;  to  the  INT 
of  the  Whitman  VOR  041*  and  the  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass.,  VORTAC  133°  radials.”  is 
substitute  therefor. 

2.  In  the  text  of  §  600.6885  (26  F.R. 
21)  “to  the  INT  of  the  Providence  VOR 
043°  True  and  the  Boston,  Mass., 
VORTAC  133°  True  radials.”  is  deleted 
and  “Whitman,  Mass.,  VOR;  to  the  INT 
of  the  Whitman  VOR  041°  and  the  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass.,  VORTAC  133°  radials.”  is 
sutetituted  therefor;  and  “(R-542)”  is 
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deleted  and  “Rr^OOS"  is  substituted 
therefor. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.,  September  21,  1961. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.O.  1348) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
28. 1961. 


D.  D.  Thobias, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 


[P.R.  Doc.  61-2868;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:45  a.ra.] 


Title  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  7981  c.o.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

B.  Lowenstein  &  Brothers,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.285  Value.  Subpart — 
Neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to 
make  material  disclosure :  §  13.1845  Com¬ 
position:  §  13.1845-30  Pur  Products  La¬ 
beling  Act;  §  13.1852  Formal  regulatory 
and  statutory  requirements:  §  13,1852-35 
Pur  Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1865 
Manufacture  or  preparation:  §  13.1865- 
40  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5.  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  sec. 
8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  n.S.C.  45,  69f )  [Cease  and 
desist  order,  B.  Lowenstein  &  Brothers,  Inc., 
et  al.,  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Docket  7981,  Nov.  24, 
1960] 

In  the  Matter  of  B.  Lowenstein  &  Broth¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  a  Corporation,  and  Stanley 
Fried,  and  Philip  De  Jomo,  Individu¬ 
ally  and  as  Officers  of  Said  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  furriers  in 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  cease  violating  the 
Pur  Products  Labeling  Act  by  advertising 
in  newspapers  which  failed  to  disclose 
the  names  of  animals  producing  the  fur 
in  certain  fur  products  or  that  some 
fur  products  contained  artificially  col¬ 
ored  fur,  represented  falsely  that  fur 
products  offered  for  sale  amounted  to 
a  “Magnificent  $250,000  collection  of 
Pine  Purs”,  and  failed  in  other  respects 
to  comply  with  requirements  of  the  Act; 
and  by  failing  to  keep  adequate  records 
as  a  basis  for  pricing  and  value  claims 
for  fur  products. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  B, 
Lowenstein  &  Brothers,  Inc.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  its  officers,  and  Stanley  Pried, 
individually  and  as  an  officer  of  said  cor¬ 
poration,  and  respondents’  representa¬ 
tives,  agents,  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  introduction  into 
commerce,  or  the  sale,  advertising,  offer¬ 
ing  for  sale,  transpoitation  or  distribu¬ 
tion,  in  commerce,  of  fur  products;  or  in 
connection  with  the  sale,  advertising, 
offering  for  sale,  transportation  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  fur  products  which  are  made 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  fur  which  has  been 


shipped  and  received  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”,  “fur”  and  “fur  product”  are 
defined  in  the  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act, 
do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Palsely  or  deceptively  advertising 
fur  products  through  the  use  of  any  ad¬ 
vertisement,  representation,  public  an- 
noimcement  or  notice  which  is  intended 
to  aid,  promote  or  assist,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  in  the  sale,  or  offering  for  sale 
of  fur  products,  and  which: 

A.  Fails  to  disclose: 

(1)  The  name  or  names  of  the  ani¬ 
mal  or  animals  producing  the  fur  or 
furs  contained  in  the  fur  product,  as 
set  forth  in  the  Fur  Products  Name 
Guide  and  as  prescribed  under  the  rules 
and  regulations. 

(2)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact. 

B.  Fails  to  set  forth  the  information 
required  under  section  5(a)  of  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder  in 
tsqie  of  equal  size  and  conspicuousness 
and  in  close  proximity  with  each  other. 

C.  Represents,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  the  quantity  or  amount  of 
fur  products  offered  for  sale  is  greater 
than  is  the  fact. 

2.  Making  price  claims  and  represen¬ 
tations  respecting  prices  and  values  of 
fur  products  unless  respondents  main¬ 
tain  full  and  adequate  records  disclos¬ 
ing  the  facts  upon  which  such  claims 
and  representations  are  based. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  B.  Lowenstein  & 
Brothers,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  Stanley 
Pried,  individually  and  as  an  officer  of 
said  corporation,  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist. 

Issued:  November  23, 1960. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2875;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  7865  c.o.] 

part  13— prohibited  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Burlington  Industries,  Inc. 

Subpart — Misbranding  or  mislabeling: 
§  13.1185  Composition:  §  13.1185-90  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — Neg¬ 
lecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to  make 
material  disclosure:  §  13.1852  Normal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements: 
§  13.1852-80  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended,  secs. 
2-5,  54  Stat.  1128-1130;  15  U.S.C.  45.  68) 
[Cease  and  desist  order,  Burlington  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  Greensboro,  N.C.,  Docket  7865, 
Nov.  16.  1960] 


Consent  order  requiring  important 
manufacturers  of  textile  products  to 
cease  violating  the  Wool  Products  La¬ 
beling  Act  by  labeling  as  “100  percent 
Alpaca”  woolen  fabrics  manufactured  by 
their  Peerless  Woolen  Mills  Division  in 
Rossville,  Ga.,  which  contained  substan¬ 
tially  less  than  100  percent  alpaca,  and 
by  failing  in  other  respects  to  comply 
with  labeling  requirements. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent 
Burlington  Industries,  Inc.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  its  officers,  agents,  representa¬ 
tives  and  employees,  directly  or  through 
any  corporate  or  other  device,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  introduction  or  manu¬ 
facture  for  introduction  into  commerce, 
or  the  offering  for  sale,  sale,  transporta¬ 
tion  or  distribution  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act  and  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939,  of  wool 
products,  as  “wool  products”  are  defined 
in  and  subject  to  the  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from  misbranding  such  products 
by: 

1.  Falsely  or  deceptively  stamping, 
tagging,  labeling,  or  otherwise  identify¬ 
ing  such  products  as  to  the  character  or 
amoimt  of  the  constituent  fibers  con¬ 
tained  therein;  and 

2.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  such  prod¬ 
ucts  showing  each  element  of  infor¬ 
mation  required  to  be  disclosed  by  sec¬ 
tion  4(a)  (2)  of  the  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act  of  1939. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  requir^  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Burling¬ 
ton  Industries,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  shall 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon 
it  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commission 
a  report  in  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail 
the  manner  and  form  in  which  it  has 
complied  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist. 

Issued:  October  28,  1960. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2876;  Filed.  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  8040  c.c.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Cari  Colette,  Inc.,  et  al.  ^ 

Subpart — Invoicing  products  falsely: 
§  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely: 
13.1108-45  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Misbranding  or  mislabeling: 
§  13.1185  Composition:  §  13.1185-30  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1212  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements: 
§  13.1212-30  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly  or  decep¬ 
tively,  to  make  material  disclosure: 
§  13.1845  Composition:  §  13.1845-80  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1852  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements: 
§  13.1852-35  Fur  Products  Lateling  Act. 
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Saturday,  April  1,  1961 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  6,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended, 
secs.  2-5,  54  Stat.  1128-1130,  sec.  8,  65  Stat. 
179;  15  U.S.C.  45,  68,  69f)  [Cease  and  desist 
order,  Carl  Colette,  Inc.,  et  al..  New  York 
City,  Docket  8040,  Nov.  10,  1960] 

In  the  Matter  of  Cari  Colette,  Inc.,  a 

Corporation,  and  Elliott  Bass,  Samuel 

Bort,  and  Stanley  Melcer,  Individually 

and  as  Officers  of  Said  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  New  York  City 
manufacturers  of  fur  and  wool  products 
to  cease  violating  the  Fur  Products  Label¬ 
ing  Act  by  setting  forth  on  labels  at¬ 
tached  to  fur  products  the  names  of 
animals  other  than  those  producing  cer¬ 
tain  furs,  and  by  failing  to  comply  in 
other  respects  with  labeling  and  invoic¬ 
ing  requirements;  and  to  cease  violating 
the  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act  by  fail¬ 
ing  to  identify  on  labels,  as  required,  the 
constituent  fibers  contained  in  interlin¬ 
ings  of  wool  garments. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Cari 
Colette,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its  offi¬ 
cers,  and  Elliott  Bass,  Samuel  Bort,  and 
Stanley  Melcer,  individually  and  as 
officers  of  said  corporation,  and  re¬ 
spondents’  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  introduction,  or  manufacture 
for  introduction  into  commerce,  or  the 
sale,  advertising,  offering  for  sale,  trans¬ 
portation  or  distribution  of  fur  products, 
in  commerce,  or  in  connection  with 
manufacture  for  sale,  sale,  offering  for 
sale,  transportation  or  distribution  of 
fur  products  which  have  been  made  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  fur  which  has  been 
shipped  and  received  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”,  “fur”  and  “fur  product” 
are  defined  in  the  Fur  Products  Labeling 
Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by  set¬ 
ting  forth  on  labels  attached  to  fur 
products: 

1.  The  name  or  names  of  any  animal 
or  animals  other  than  the  name  or 
names  of  the  animal  or  animals  pro¬ 
ducing  the  fur  or  furs  contained  in 
said  fur  product  as  set  forth  in  the  Fur 
Products  Name  Guide  and  prescribed 
under  the  rules  and  regulations. 

2.  Information  required  under  section 
4(2)  of  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
mingled  with  nonrequired  information. 

3.  Information  required  imder  section 
4(2)  of  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder  in  handwriting. 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by  failing  to  furnish  purchas¬ 
ers  of  fur  products  an  invoice  showing 
all  of  the  information  required  to  be 
disclosed  by  each  of  the  subsections  of 
section  5(b)(1)  of  the  Fur  Products 
Labeling  Act. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respond¬ 
ents  Cari  Colette,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  and  Elliott  Bass,  Samuel 
Bort,  and  Stanley  Melcer,  individually 
and  as  officers  of  said  corporation,  and 
respondents’  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
No.  62 - 2  ‘ 


with  the  introduction  or  manufacture 
for  introduction  into  commerce,  or  the 
offering  for  sale,  sale,  transportation,  or 
distribution  in  commerce,  as  “commerce” 
is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  Act  and  the  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act  of  1939,  of  interlining  or 
other  “wool  products”  as  such  products 
are  defined  in  and  subject  to  said  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from  misbranding  such 
products  by  failing  to  affix  labels  to  such 
products  showing  each  element  of  the 
information  required  to  be  disclosed  by 
section  4(a)  (2)  of  the  Wool  Products 
Labeling  Act  of  1939. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”, 
etc.,  report  of  compliance  was  required 
as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  herein 
shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service 
upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Commission  a  report  in  writing  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 
which  they  have  complied  with  the  order 
to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  October  27,  1960. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2877;  PUed,  Mar.  81,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  7884  c.o.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

B.  A.  Fur  Co.  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.30  Composition  of  goods: 

§  13.30-30  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act; 

§  13.155  Prices.  Subpart  —  Invoicing 
products  falsely:  §  13.1108  Invoicing 
products  falsely:  §  13.1108-45  Pur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — Misbrand¬ 
ing  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1185  Composi¬ 
tion:  §  13.1185-30  Pur  Products  Labeling 
Act;  §  13.1212  Formal  regulatory  and 
statutory  requirements:  §  13.1212-30  Pur 
Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — Mis¬ 
representing  oneself  and  goods — Goods: 

§  13.1745  Source  or  origin:  §  13.1745-70 
Place:  §  13.1745-70(c)  Imported  product 
or  parts  as  domestic.  Subpart — Neglect¬ 
ing,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to  make  ma¬ 
terial  aisclosure:  §  13.1852  Formal  regu¬ 
latory  and  statutory  requirements: 
§  13.1852-35  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  sec. 
8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.S.C.  45,  69f)  [Cease  and 
desist  order,  Sam  Ashkenas,  et  al.,  trading 
as  B.  A.  Pur  Company,  Nassau,  N.Y.,  Docket 
7884,  Nov.  23,  1960] 

In  the  Matter  of  Sam  Ashkenas  and  Wil¬ 
liam  Ashkenas,  Individually  and  as 
Copartners  Trading  as  B.  A.  Fur  Com¬ 
pany 

Consent  order  requiring  furriers  in 
Nassau,  N.Y.,  to  cease  violating  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  by  labeling,  in¬ 
voicing,  and  advertising  fur  products 
deceptively  with  respect  to  the  name  of 
the  animal  producing  the  fur;  by  in¬ 
voicing  fur  products  falsely  to  show  that 


imported  furs  contained  therein  were 
domestic;  by  advertising  “Factory  prices 
direct  to  you”  when  part  of  the  fur 
products  thus  advertised  were  purchased 
from  outside  supply  sources;  and  by 
failing  in  other  respects  to  comply  with 
requirements  of  the  Act. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  Sam  Ashkenas  and 
William  Ashkenas,  individually  and  as 
copartners  trading  as  B.  A.  Pur  Com¬ 
pany,  or  imder  any  other  trade  name, 
and  respondents’  representatives,  agents, 
and  employees,  directly  or  through  any 
corporate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  introduction  or  manufacture 
for  introduction,  into  commerce,  or  the 
sale,  advertising,  offering  for  sale,  trans¬ 
portation  or  distribution,  in  commerce, 
of  fur  products,  or  in  connection  with 
the  sale,  manufacture  for  sale,  advertis¬ 
ing,  offering  for  sale,  transportation  or 
distribution  of  fur  products  which  have 
been  made  in  whole  or  in  part  of  fur 
which  has  been  shipped  and  received  in 
commerce,  as  “commerce”,  “fur”  and 
“fur  product”  are  defined  in  the  Pur 
Products  Labeling  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  fur  products 
showing  in  words  and  figures  plainly 
legible  all  of  the  information  required  to 
be  disclosed  by  each  of  the  subsections 
of  section  4(2)  of  the  Pur  Products  La¬ 
beling  Act; 

2.  Falsely  or  deceptively  labeling  or 
otherwise  falsely  or  deceptively  identify¬ 
ing  any  such  product  as  to  the  name  of 
the  animal  that  produced  the  fur  from 
which  such  product  was  manufactured; 

3.  Setting  forth  on  labels  affixed  to  fur 
products: 

(a)  Information  required  under  sec¬ 
tion  4(2)  of  the  Pur  Products  Labeling 
Act  and  the  rules  and  regulation  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  in  abbreviated 
form; 

(b)  Information  required  imder  sec¬ 
tion  4(2)  of  the  Pur  Products  Labeling 
Act  and  the  rules  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  mingled  with  non¬ 
required  information; 

(c)  Information  required  under  sec¬ 
tion  4(2)  of  the  Fur  Products  Labeling 
Act  and  the  rules  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  in  handwriting. 

4.  Failing  to  set  forth  on  labels  the 
item  number  or  mark  assigned  to  a  fur 
product. 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  furnish  to  purchasers  of 
fur  products  an  invoice  showing  all  of 
the  information  required  to  be  disclosed 
by  each  of  the  subsections  of  section 
5(b)(1)  of  the  Pur  Products  Labeling 
Act; 

2.  Setting  forth  the  name  of  an  ani¬ 
mal  other  than  the  name  of  the  animal 
that  produced  the  fur  from  which  a  fur 
product  is  manufactured; 

3.  Representing  that  fur  products  con¬ 
tain  “domestic  furs”  when  in  fact  such 
furs  are  imported; 

4.  Setting  forth  information  required 
under  section  5(b)  (1)  of  the  Pur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and  reg- 
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ulations  promulgated  thereunder  in 
abbreviated  form. 

C.  Falsely  or  deceptively  advertising 
fur  products  through  the  use  of  any 
advertisement,  representation,  public 
announcement  or  notice  which  is 
intended  to  aid,  promote  or  assist, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  the  sale,  or 
offering  for  sale  of  fur  products  and 
which: 

1.  Fails  to  disclose  the  name  of  the 
animal  that  produced  the  fur  contained 
in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth  in  the 
Fur  Products  Name  Guide,  and  as  pre¬ 
scribed  under  the  rules  and  regulations; 

2.  Sets  forth  the  name  of  an  animal 
other  than  the  name  of  the  animal  that 
produced  the  fur  from  which  a  fur 
product  is  manufactured; 

3.  Fails  to  set  forth  the  information 
required  under  section  5(a)  of  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder  in 
type  of  equal  size  and  conspicuousness 
and  in  close  proximity  with  each  other; 

4.  Represents,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  that  any  such  fur  products  are 
being  offered  for  sale  at  factory  prices 
or  without  a  middleman’s  profit,  when 
such  is  not  the  fact; 

5.  Misrepresents  in  any  manner  the 
savings  available  to  purchasers  of  re¬ 
spondents’  fur  products. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission’’,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  above-named 
respondents  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  them  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  they  have  com¬ 
plied  with  the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  November  23, 1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2878;  Filed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[Docket  7786] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Main  Street  Furniture,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.155  Prices:  §  13.155-45 
Fictitious  marking. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721,  15  n.S.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
15  U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order. 
Main  Street  Furniture,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  Docket  7786,  Nov.  16.  1960] 

In  the  Matter  of  Main  Street  Furniture, 
Inc.,  a  Corporation,  and  Charles  D. 
Edwards,  and  Donald  Bennefeld,  In~ 
dividually  and  as  Officers  of  Said 
Corporation 

Order  requiring  a  retail  furniture 
dealer  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  cease  ad¬ 
vertising  fictitious  retail  prices  and  sav¬ 
ings  such  as,  typically,  “wall  to  wall  car¬ 
peting,  reg.  $7.95,  now  only  $2.50  per 
yard  *  *  ♦”,  and  •  3  piece  foam  rub¬ 
ber  sectional  regular  $219.95  white  ele¬ 
phant  sale  price  $89.50  •  •  •**  when  he 


had,  in  fact,  no  regular  retail  prices  but 
sold  his  articles  for  whatever  the  traffic 
would  bear. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent,  Charles 
D.  Edwards,  an  individual,  his  agents, 
representatives  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  de¬ 
vice,  in  connection  with  the  offering  for 
sale  or  sale  of  merchandise  in  commerce, 
as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
'Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation: 

(a)  That  any  amount  is  the  usual  and 
customary  retail  price  of  respondent’s 
merchandise  when  such  amount  is  in 
excess  of  the  price  at  which  said  mer¬ 
chandise  is  usually  and  customarily  sold 
at  retail  by  respondent  in  the  recent, 
regular  course  of  his  business; 

(b)  That  any  saving  from  respond¬ 
ent’s  retail  price  is  afforded  to  the  pur¬ 
chasers  of  respondent’s  merchandise 
unless  the  price  at  which  it  is  offered 
constitutes  a  reduction  from  the  price  at 
which  said  merchandise  has  been  usually 
and  customarily  sold  by  respondent  in 
the  recent  regular  course  of  his  business. 

2.  Using  the  words  “regular”  or  “reg.” 
or  any  other  word  or  term  of  the  same 
import,  to  describe  or  refer  to  prices  of 
merchandise  unless  respondent  has  sold 
said  merchandise  at  such  prices  in  the 
recent  regular  course  of  business. 

3.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner  the 
amount  of  savings  available  to  purchas¬ 
ers  of  respondent’s  merchandise,  or  the 
amounts  by  which  the  prices  of  said 
merchandise  are  reduced  from  the  prices 
at  which  said  merchandise  is  usually  and 
customarily  sold  by  respondent  in  the 
recent,  regular  course  of  his  business. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  com¬ 
plaint  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dis¬ 
missed  as  to  respondents  Main  Street 
Furniture,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  Don¬ 
ald  Bennefeld.  individually  and  as  an 
officer  of  the  said  corporation. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent,  Charles 
D.  Edwards,  an  individual,  shall,  within 
sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon  him 
of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commission 
a  report  in  writing,  setting  forth  in 
detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which  he 
has  complied  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist. 

Issued:  November  16,  1960. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2879:  Filed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  7961  C.O.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Siegmund  Werner,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.230  Size  or  weight. 
Subpart — ^Furnishing  means  and  instru¬ 


mentalities  of  misrepresentation  or 
deception:  §  13.1055-50  Preticketing 

merchandise  misleadingly.  Subpart — 
Misbranding  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1280 
Price;  §  13.1323  Size  or  weight.  Sub¬ 
part — ^Misrepresentating  oneself  and 
goods — Prices:  §  13.1811  Fictitious  pre¬ 
ticketing. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Sieg¬ 
mund  Werner,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Bloomfield,  N.J., 
Docket  7961,  Nov.  17, 1960] 

In  the  Matter  of  Seigmund  Werner,  Inc., 

a  Corporation,  and  Siegmund  Werner, 

Harry  Douty,  and  Hedy  Werner,  Indi¬ 
vidually  and  as  Officers  of  Said 

Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  manufactur¬ 
ers  in  Bloomfield,  N.J.,  to  cease  pre¬ 
ticketing  their  sleeping  bags  with  ficti¬ 
tious  and  excessive  prices  represented 
falsely  thereby  as  the  usual  retail  prices, 
and  to  cease  misrepresenting  the  sizes 
of  various  of  said  bags  by  setting  out  on 
attached  labels  “cut  size”,  “full  size”, 
etc.,  dimensions  almost  invariably  larger 
than  the  actual  sizes  of  the  finished 
product. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  Respondent  Sieg¬ 
mund  Werner,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and 
its  officers,  and  Respondents  Siegmund 
Werner  and  Harry  Douty,  individually 
and  as  officers  of  said  corporation,  and 
Respondent  Hedy  Werner,  as  an  officer 
of  said  corporation,  and  Respondents’ 
representatives,  agents  and  employees, 
directly  or  through  any  corporate  or 
other  device,  in  connection  with  the  of¬ 
fering  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of 
sleeping  bags  or  other  merchandise  in 
commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Advertising,  labeling  or  othei*wise 
representing  the  “cut  size”  or  dimensions 
of  materials  used  in  their  construction, 
unless  such  representation  is  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  description  of  the  finished  or 
actual  size,  with  the  latter  description 
being  given  at  least  equal  prominence; 

2.  Misrepresenting  the  size  of  such 
products  on  tags  or  advertising  or  in  any 
other  manner; 

3.  Representing,  by  preticketing  or  in 
any  other  manner,  that  a  certain 
amount  is  the  retail  price  of  mer¬ 
chandise  when  said  amount  is  in  excess 
of  the  price  at  which  said  merchandise 
is  customarily  and  usually  sold  at  retail 
in  the  trade  area  where  the  representa¬ 
tion  is  made; 

4.  Furnishing  any  means  or  instru¬ 
mentality  to  others  by  and  through 
which  they  may  mislead  the  public  as 
to  any  of  the  matters  referred  to  in  Para¬ 
graphs  1, 2,  and  3. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  com¬ 
plaint  herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
is,  dismissed  as  to  Respondent  Hedy 
Werner  in  her  individual  capacity. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondents  Sieg¬ 
mund  Werner,  Inc.,  a  corporation; 
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Siegmund  Werner  and  Harry  Douty,  in¬ 
dividually  and  as  ofiBcers  of  said  cor¬ 
poration;  and  Hedy  Werner,  as  an  officer 
of  said  corporation,  shall,  within  sixty 
(60)  days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist. 

Issued:  October  28, 1960. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  61-2880;  PUed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Title  19— CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Customs, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

IT.D.  65360] 

PART  24— CUSTOMS  FINANCIAL  AND 
ACCOUNTING  PROCEDURE 

Car  Compartment  and  Package  Seals 

Section  24.13  (a)  of  the  Customs  Regu¬ 
lations  shows  the  address  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer  of  automatic  metal  seals,  the 
International  Seal  and  Knot  Protector 
Company,  as  "109  Spring  Street,  New 
York.” 


As  the  address  of  the  manufacturer 
has  been  changed  to  58-02 — 37th  Ave¬ 
nue,  Woodside  77,  New  York,  §  24.13(a) 
of  the  Customs  Regulations  is  hereby 
amended  by  deleting  "109  Spring  Street, 
New  York,  New  York,”  and  substituting 
therefor  “58-02 — 37th  Avenue,  Wood- 
side  77,  New  York”. 

(R.S.  161,  as  amended  251,  sec.  624,  46  Stat. 
759;  6  U.S.C.  22,  19  n.S.C.  66,  1624) 

[SEAL]  D.  B.  Strubinger, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  March  27,  1961. 

A.  Gilmore  Flues, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2906;  FUed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:50  a.m.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


NationaK  Park  Service 
[  36  CFR  Part  6  1 

VEHICLE,  GUIDE,  ADMISSION,  AND 
MISCELLANEOUS  FEES 

Edison  Laboratory  National  Monu¬ 
ment;  Gettysburg  National  Military 

Park  and  Cemetery 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
the  Intwior  by  section  3  of  the  act  of 
August  25,  1916  (39  Stat.  535;  16  U^.C. 
3) .  it  is  proposed  to  amend  36  CFR,  Part 
6,  by  amending  §  6.9,  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b) .  The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is 
to  establish  a  fee  for  admission  to  the 
Home  of  Thomas  A.  Edison  (Glenmont) 
at  the  Edison  Laboratory  National  Monu¬ 
ment,  New  Jersey,  and  to  increase  the 
admi^ion  fee  for  the  Cyclorama  at 
Gettysburg  National  Military  Park  and 
Cemetery,  Gettysburg,  Pennsylvania. 

The  establishment  of  an  admission  fee 
for  the  Home  of  Thomas  A.  Edison  is  in 
line  with  the  policy  of  charging  visitor 
fees  in  the  areas  administered  by  the 
National  Park  Service.  The  proposed 
increase  in  the  Gettysburg  fee  is  to  give 
recognition  in  the  fee  structure  to  the 
greatly  improved  Gettysburg  Cyclorama 
which  has  been  relocated,  restored  and 
modernized  with  special  sound  and  light¬ 
ing  effects  in  the  new  visitor  center. 

Section  6.9  is  amended  as  follows; 

1.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  6.9  is  amended 

by  the  deletion  of  the  lines  “Edison  Lab¬ 
oratory  National  Monument -  .50” 

from  the  listing. 

2.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  6.9  is  amended  by 
the  addition  of  the  following  new  word¬ 
ing  in  the  listing: 

Edison  Laboratory  National  Monument: 

Home  of  Thomas  A.  Edison  (Olen- 


mont)  _  .25 

Laboratory  of  Thomas  A.  Edison _  .  50 


3.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  6.9  is  further 
amended  by  the  deletion  of  the  lines 
“Gettysburg  National  Military  Park — 
Cyclorama  Building _  .25”  and  insert¬ 

ing  in  lieu  thereof  “CJettysburg  National 
Military  Park — Cyclorama .50.” 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rule  making  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
amendments  to  the  National  Park  Serv¬ 
ice,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  within  30  days 
of  the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

John  A.  Carver,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

March  28, 1961. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-2881;  Filed.  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.l 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  911  1 

[Docket  No.  AO  262- A6] 

MILK  IN  TEXAS  PANHANDLE 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Proposed 

Amendments  to  Tentative  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  in 
the  X.I.T.  Room,  Herring  Hotel,  3d  and 
Pierce  Streets,  Amarillo,  Texas,  begin¬ 
ning  at  10:00  a.m.,  c.s.t.,  on  April  14, 
1961,  with  respect  to  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  to  the  order,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Texas  Panhandle 
marketing  area. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  conditions 
which  relate  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  any 
appropriate  modifications  thereof,  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order. 

The  proposed  amendments,  set  forth 
below,  have  not  received  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Proposed  by  Dairy  Products  Institute 
of  Texas,  Inc.,  on  behalf  of  The  Borden 
Company,  Goldsmith  Dairy  Foods,  and 
Sealtest  Foods,  Inc. 

Proposal  No.  1.  Amend  §§911.15, 
911.41,  911.45,  911.46,  911.63,  911.70,  and 
all  related  sections  to  provide  that 
dietary  foods  be  classified  as  Class  II, 
and  to  provide  that  the  skim  equilvalent 
method  of  accounting  for  all  fortified 
products  be  discontinued  and  that  all 
payments  under  the  order  for  solids  used 
to  fortify  be  also  discontinued. 

Proposed  by  Oak  Farms  Dairies. 

Proposal  No.  2.  Amend  §  911.61  so 
that  any  distributing  plant  which  would 
otherwise  be  subject  to  the  classification 
and  pricing  provisions  of  another  order 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Act.  shall  be 
treated  as  a  nonpool  plant  unless  a 
greater  volume  of  Class  I  miUc  is  dis¬ 
posed  of  from  such  plant  through  routes 
in  the  Texas  Panhandle  marketing  area, 
on  a  twelve-month  moving  average,  than 
in  the  marketing  area  regulated  pursu¬ 
ant  to  such  order. 

Proposed  by  the  Dairy  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service: 

Proposal  No.  3.  Make  such  changes  as 
may  be  necessary  to  make  the  entire 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order  con¬ 
form  with  any  amendments  thereto  that 
may  result  from  this  hearing. 


Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  and 
the  order  may  be  procured  from  the 
Market  Administrator,  P.O.  Box  226, 
Amarillo,  Texas,  or  from  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Room  112,  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  United  States  Department  of  Agii- 
culture,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  or  may  be 
there  inspected. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  28, 
1961. 

Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2893;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  943  1 

[Docket  No.  AO  231-A15] 

MILK  IN  NORTH  TEXAS  MARKETING 
AREA 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Proposed 

Amendments  to  Tentative  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  in 
the  Rose  Room,  Hotel  Dallas,  312  S. 
Houston  Street,  Dallas,  Texas,  beginning 
at  10:00  a.m.,  c.s.t.,  on  April  11,  1961, 
with  respect  to  proposed  amendments  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order,  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  North  Texas  marketing  area. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  conditions 
which  relate  to  the  prop>osed  amend¬ 
ments,  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  any 
appropriate  modifications  thereof,  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order. 

The  proposed  amendments,  set  forth 
below,  have  not  received  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Proposed  by  Dairy  Products  Institute 
of  Texas,  Inc.,  on  behalf  of :  The  Borden 
Company,  Boswells’  Dairies,  Cabell’s, 
Inc.,  Foremost  Dairies,  Inc.,  Oak  Farms 
Dairies,  Inc.,  and  Vandervoort’s,  Inc.: 

Proposal  No.  1.  Amend  §§  943.15, 
943.41,  943.45,  943.46,  943.70,  and  all 
other  related  sections  to  provide  that 
dietary  foods  be  classified  as  Class  H, 
and  to  provide  that  the  skim  equivalent 
method  of  accounting  for  all  fortified 
products  be  discontinued  and  that  all 
payments  under  the  order  for  solids  used 
to  fortify  be  also  discontinued. 

Proposed  by  Oak  Farms  Dairies. 

Proposal  No.  2.  Amend  §  943.61(a) 
to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Any  distributing  plant  which 
would  otherwise  be  subject  to  the  clas¬ 
sification  and  pricing  provisions  of  an- 
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other  order  issued  pursuant  to  the  Act, 
imless  a  greater  volrune  of  Class  I  milk 
is  disposed  of  from  such  plant  through 
routes  in  the  North  Texas  marketing 
area,  on  a  twelve-month  moving  aver¬ 
age,  than  in  the  marketing  area  regu¬ 
late  pursuant  to  such  order. 

Proposed  by  Metzger  Dairies,  Inc., 
Producer  Creamery  Company,  and  66 
others: 

Proposal  No.  3.  Amend  §§  943.9, 
943.10,  943.12,  943.13,  943.61,  943.71, 
943.72,  943.73,  and  943.90,  to  provide  for 
individual-handler  pooling  in  lieu  of  the 
present  marketwide  pooling. 

Proposed  by  Metzger  Dairies,  Inc. 
Proposal  No.  4.  Amend  §  943.41(b)  (4) 
to  provide  that  an  amount  up  to  one- 
half  of  one  percent  of  a  handler’s  Class 
I  utilization  may  be  disposed  of  in  Class 
n  as  animal  feed  disposition  without 
conditions  of  prior  notice,  records  and 
verification. 

Proposed  by  Foremost  Dairies,  Inc. 
Proposal  No.  5.  Amend  the  proviso  of 
§  943.53  to  read  as  follows:  “Provided, 
That  for  purposes  of  calculating  such 
location  differential,  fluid  milk  products 
which  are  transferred  between  pool 
plants  shall  be  assigned  to  any  re¬ 
mainder  of  Class  n  milk  in  the  plant 
to  which  transferred  after  making  the 
calculations  prescribed  in  §  943.46(a)  (1) 
through  (8)  and  the  corresponding  steps 
in  §  943.46(b)  for  such  plant  less  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  receipts  of  producer  milk  at 
such  plant  and  any  milk  transferred 
from  a  supply  plant  which  is  a  pool 
plant,  and  which  is  not  subject  to  a  lo¬ 
cation  differential  hereunder,  such  as¬ 
signment  to  the  plant  from  which 
transferred  to  be  made  in  sequence  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  location  differential  ap- 
-plicable  at  such  plant,  beginning  with 
the  plant  having  the  largest  differential.” 

Proposed  by  The  Borden  Company, 
Cabell’s  Inc.,  Foremost  Dairies,  Inc.,  and 
Oak  Farms  Dairies: 

Proposal  No.  6.  Amend  §§  943.12(d), 
943.13,  943.30(a),  943.31  (a),  (b).  and 
(c),  943.41,  and  943.42,  and  all  related 
sections,  to  establish  more  definitely  the 
responsibility  of  handlers,  cooperatives, 
and  haulers  for  individual  producer’s 
weights  and  tests  of  milk  received  by 
processing  handlers. 

Proposed  by  the  Dairy  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service: 

Proposal  No.  7.  Make  such  changes 
as  may  be  necessary  to  make  the  entire 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order  con¬ 
form  with  any  amendments  thereto  that 
may  result  from  this  hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  and 
the  order  may  be  procured  from  the 
Market  Administrator,  2621  West  Mock¬ 
ingbird  Lane,  Airlawn  Station,  Dallas, 
Texas,  or  from'  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Room 
112,  Administration  Building,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  or  may  be  there 
inspected. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March 
28,  1961. 

Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

IP.R.  Doc.  61-2892;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[  7  CFR  Parts  949,  952  ] 

[Docket  Noe.  AO  256-A6,  AO  232-AlO] 

MILK  IN  AUSTIN-WACO  AND  SAN 
ANTONIO,  TEXAS,  MARKETING 
AREAS 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Proposed 
Amendments  to  Tentative  Market¬ 
ing  Agreements  and  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held 
in  the  Basement  Conference  Room, 
Building  D,  Petroleum  Center,  900  NE. 
Military  Drive  (Loop  410)  San  Antonio, 
Texas  beginning  at  10:00  a.m.,  c.s.t.,  on 
April  20,  1961,  with  respect  to  proposed 
amendments  to  the  tentative  marketing 
agreements  and  to  the  orders,  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  ifi  the  Austin-Waco 
and  San  Antonio,  Texas,  marketing 
areas. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  conditions 
which  relate  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  any 
appropriate  modifications  thereof,  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreements  and  to 
the  orders. 

The  proposed  amendments,  set  forth 
below,  have  not  received  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Proposed  by  Dairy  Products  Institute 
of  Texas,  Inc.,  on  behalf  of  Pure  Milk 
and  Ice  Cream  Company,  and  Superior 
Dairies,  Inc.,  for  Austin-Waco  and  The 
Borden  Company,  Carnation  Company, 
Foremost  Dairies,  Inc.,  and  Knowlton’s 
Creamery,  for  San  Antonio: 

Proposal  No.  1.  Amend  §§  952.41, 
952.45,  952.46,  and  all  related  sections  of 
the  Austin-Waco  order  and  §§  949.14, 
949.41,  949.45,  949.46,  949.65,  949.70,  and 
all  related  sections  of  the  San  Antonio, 
Texas,  order,  to  provide  that  dietary 
foods  be  classified  as  Class  n,  and  to 
provide  that  the  skim  equivalent  method 
of  accounting  for  all  fortified  products 
be  discontinued  and  that  all  pasunents 
under  the  order  for  solids  used  to  fortify 
be  also  discontinued. 

Proposed  by  Oak  Farms  Dairies: 
Proposal  No.  2.  Amend  §  952.61  of  the 
Austin-Waco  order  and  §  949.60  of  the 
San  Antonio,  Texas,  order,  so  that  any 
distributing  plant  which  would  otherwise 
be  subject  to  the  classification  and  pric¬ 
ing  provisions  of  another  order  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Act  shall  be  treated  as 
an  unregulated  plant,  unless  a  greater 
volume  of  Class  I  milk  is  disposed  of 
from  such  plant  through  routes  in  the 
marketing  area,  on  a  twelve-month  mov¬ 
ing  average,  than  in  the  marketing  area 
regulated  pursuant  to  such  order. 

Proposed  by  the  Borden  Company, 
San  Antonio,  Texas: 

Proposal  No.  3.  Amend  subparagraph 
(4)  of  §  949.80(b)  by  deleting  the  follow¬ 
ing  “and  (3)”,  “or  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion”. 


Proposal  No.  4.  Amend  §  949.80(b)  by 
adding  the  following  subparagraph: 

(5)  In  making  pasnnents  to  a  coopera¬ 
tive  association  pursuant  to  subpara¬ 
graph  (3)  of  this  paragraph,  each 
handler  shall  furnish  each  cooperative 
association  from  whom  it  has  received 
milk  with  a  supporting  statement  which 
shall  show: 

(i)  The  month  for  which  payment  is 
made,  and  the  identity  of  the  handler 
and  of  the  producer; 

(ii)  'The  total  milk  poimds,  butterfat 
poimds,  and  the  average  butterfat  test 
of  milk  received  from  each  such  pro¬ 
ducer;  and 

(iii)  The  total  amount  of  payment  due 
the  cooperative  association  for  milk  re¬ 
ceived  from  its  producer  members. 

And  make  such  necessary  changes  in 
any  part  of  §  949.80  as  may  be  necessary 
for  clarification  and  to  give  effect  to  the 
proposed  amendment. 

Proposed  by  Foremost  Dairies,  Inc., 
San  Antonio,  Texas: 

Proposal  No.  5.  Amend  the  appropri¬ 
ate  sections  of  the  order  to  provide  that 
bulk  tank  milk  for  which  a  cooperative 
association  is  a  handler  and  which  is 
received  directly  at  a  pool  plant  shall  be 
treated  as  a  producer  receipt  at  such 
plant  for  the  purposes  of  applying  loca¬ 
tion  differentials  pursuant  to  S  949.54. 

Proposed  by  the  Producers  Association 
of  San  Antonio,  Inc. : 

Proposal  No.  6.  Delete  §  949.80  and 
substitute  therefor  the  following: 

§  949.80  Time  and  method  of  payment. 

(a)  Each  handler  shall  make  payment 
to  each  producer  for  milk  received  from 
such  producer  as  follows: 

(1)  On  or  before  the  last  day  of  each 
month,  for  milk  received  during  the  first 
15  days  of  such  month  at  not  less  than 
the  price  per  hundredweight  for  Class  II 
milk  for  the  preceding  month; 

(2)  On  or  before  the  15th  day  after 
the  end  of  the  month  during  which  the 
milk  was  received  at  not  less  than  the 
uniform  price  per  hundredweight  com¬ 
puted  for  such  month  pursuant  to 
§  949.71  subject  to  the  following  adjust¬ 
ments: 

(i)  The  butterfat  differential  pursuant 
to  §  949.81, 

(ii)  The  location  adjustment  pursuant 
to  §  949.82, 

(iii)  The  payment  made  pursuant  to 
subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph, 

(iv)  Marketing  service  deductions  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  949.87,  and 

(v)  Proper  deductions  authorized  by 
such  producer:  Provided,  That  if  by 
such  date  such  handler  has  not  received 
full  payment  pursuant  to  §  949.85,  he 
may  reduce  his  total  payment  to  all  pro¬ 
ducers  prorata  by  not  more  than  the 
amount  of  reduction  in  payments  from 
the  market  administrator;  he  shall, 
however,  complete  such  payments  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  subparagraph  not  later  than 
the  date  for  making  such  pa3anents  next 
following  receipt  of  the  balance  due  from 
the  market  administrator; 

(b)  Each  handler  shall  make  pa3mcient 
to  a  cooperative  association  as  follows: 

(1)  On  or  before  the  13th  day  of  the 
month  for  milk  received  during  the  pre¬ 
ceding  month  for  which  such  association 
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is  a  handler  pursuant  to  §  949.10(d).  or 
pursuant  to  §  949.44,  the  value  of  such 
milk  at  not  less  than  the  applicable  class 
prices:  Provided,  That  for  any  of  such 
milk  received  during  the  first  15  days  of 
the  month,  each  handler  shall,  i4>on  re¬ 
quest  of  the  cooperative  make  pajnnent 
by  the  26th  day  at  the  Class  n  price  of 
the  previous  month,  which  shall  be  cred¬ 
ited  to  the  handler’s  total  amount  due 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph. 

(2)  (i)  Upon  receipt  of  a  written  re¬ 
quest  from  a  cooperative  association 
which  the  market  administrator  deter¬ 
mines  is  authorized  by  its  members  to 
collect  pasrment  for  their  milk  and  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  written  promise  to  reimburse 
the  handler  the  amount  of  any  actual 
loss  incurred  by  him  because  of  any  im¬ 
proper  claim  on  the  part  of  the  coopera¬ 
tive  association,  each  handler  shall  pay 
to  such  association  on  or  before  the  26th 
and  13th  day  of  each  month,  in  lieu  of 
payments  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a) 
(1)  and  (2)  of  this  section,  an  amount 
equal  to  the  sum  of  the  individual  pay¬ 
ments  otherwise  payable  to  such  pro¬ 
ducers.  The  foregoing  payment  shall  be 
made  with  respect  to  milk  of  each  pro¬ 
ducer  whom  the  cooperative  association 
certifies  is  a  member  effective  on  and 
after  the  first  day  next  following  receipt 
of  such  certification  through  the  last  day 
of  the  month  next  preceding  receipt  of 
notice  from  the  cooperative  association 
of  a  termination  of  membership  or  until 
the  original  request  is  rescinded  in  writ¬ 
ing  by  the  cooperative  association. 

(ii)  A  copy  of  each  such  request, 
promise  to  reimburse  and  certified  list 
of  members  shall  be  filed  simultaneously 
with  the  market  administrator  by  the 
cooperative  association  and  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  verification  at  his  discretion, 
through  audit  of  the  records  of  the  co¬ 
operative  association  pertaining  thereto. 
Exceptions,  if  any,  to  the  accuracy  of 
such  certification  by  a  producer  claimed 
to  be  a  member,  or  by  a  handler,  shall 
be  made  by  written  notice  to  the  market 
administrator  and  shall  be  subject  to  his 
determination. 

(c)(1)  In  making  payments  to  pro¬ 
ducers  pursuant  to  this  section,  each 
handler  shall  furnish  each  producer 
from  whom  he  has  received  milk  with  a 
supporting  statement  which  shall  show: 

(1)  The  month  or  fraction  of  month 
for  which  payment  is  made ; 

(ii)  The  pounds  and  butterfat  test  of 
milk  received  from  each  producer  or  co¬ 
operative  association; 

(iii)  The  minimum  rate  or  rates  at 
which  payment  is  required  and  the  rate 
which  is  used  in  making  the  payment,  if 
such  rate  is  other  than  the  required 
minimum  rate; 

(iv)  The  amount  or  rate  per  hundred¬ 
weight  of  each  deduction  together  with 
a  description  of  the  respective  deduc¬ 
tions;  and 

(v)  The  net  amount  of  payment  to 
such  producer. 

(2)  In  making  pasrments  to  a  cooper¬ 
ative  association,  each  handler  shall  fur¬ 
nish  each  cooperative  association  such 
information  as  required  pursuant  to  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph  on  or 
before  the  20th  day  of  each  month  for 
milk  received  during  the  first  15  days  of 


each  month  and  on  or  before  the  10th 
day  after  the  end  of  each  month  for  milk 
received  from  the  16th  day  to  the  last 
day  of  the  preceding  month. 

Proposal  No.  7.  Delete  §  949.84  and 
substitute  therefor  the  following: 

§  949.84  Payments  to  the  producer- 
settlement  fund. 

On  or  before  the  13th  day  after  the  end 
of  the  month  during  which  the  milk  was 
received,  each  handler,  including  a  co¬ 
operative  association  which  is  a  handler, 
shall  pay  to  the  market  administrator 
the  amount  of  money,  if  any,  by  which 
the  value  of  the  milk  (a)  received  by  such 
handler  from  producers  as  determined 
pursuant  to  §  949.70  (a)  or  (b)  computed 
pursuant  to  §  949.70(b)  is  greater  than 
the  value  of  such  milk  calculated  at  the 
uniform  price  adjusted  by  the  producer 
butterfat  differential  and  the  location 
adjustment  to  producers. 

Proposal  No.  8.  Delete  §  949.41(b)  (2) 
and  substitute  therefor  the  following: 

(2)  Disposed  of  for  use  as  animal  feed 
provided  each  of  the  following  conditions 
are  met: 

(i)  The  market  administrator  is  noti¬ 
fied,  prior  to  such  disposition,  of  the  time 
the  disposition  is  to  be  made  so  that  he 
or  his  representative  may  physically 
verify  such  disposition; 

(ii)  Records  are  maintained  to  show 
the  source,  availability,  butterfat  con¬ 
tent  and  volume  of  each  product  compos¬ 
ing  each  lot  of  the  aggregate  product; 

(iii)  Each  disposition  is  documented 
in  duplicate  by  a  separate  record  in  a 
form  approved  by  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  showing  disposition  date,  volume 
disposed  of,  and  the  name  of  the  person 
to  whom  it  is  disposed  and  his  or  his 
representative’s  signature,  one  copy  of 
which  is 'mailed  or  delivered  to  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  on  or  before  the  second 
day  after  the  date  of  such  disposition; 
and 

(iv)  The  volume  of  skim  milk  and  but¬ 
terfat  classified  as  Class  n  pursuant  to 
this  paragraph  shall  not  exceed  0.5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  volume  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  disposed  of  in  fluid  milk 
products. 

Proposed  by  the  Dairy  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service: 

Proposal  No.  9.  Make  such  changes 
as  may  be  necessary  to  make  the  entire 
marketing  agreements  and  orders  con¬ 
form  with  any  amendments  thereto  that 
may  result  from  this  hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  and 
the  orders  may  be  procured  from  the 
Market  Administrators,  340 1-A  East 
Avenue,  Austin  2,  Texas,  or  1204  N. 
Main  Avenue,  San  Antonio  2,  Texas,  or 
from  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Room  112, 
Administration  Building,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.,  or  may  be  there  inspected. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March 
28.  1961. 

Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FJt.  Doc.  61-2889;  Piled,  Mar.  81,  1961; 
8:48  aon.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  968  1 

[Docket  No.  AO-173-A12] 

MILK  IN  WICHITA,  KANSAS, 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and 
Opportunity  To  File  Written  Excep¬ 
tions  on  Proposed  Amendments 
to  Tentative  Marketing  Agreement 
and  to  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et 
seq.) ,  and  the  applicable  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  governing  the  for¬ 
mulation  of  marketing  agreements  and 
marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part  900), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this  recommended 
decision  of  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  with 
respect  to  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement,  and 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Wichita,  Kansas,  marketing  area. 
Interested  parties  may  file  written  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  decision  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  not 
later  than  the  close  of  business  the  7th 
day  after  publication  of  this  decision  in 
the  Federal  Register.  The  exceptions 
should  be  filed  in  quadruplicate. 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing 
on  the  record  of  which  the  proposed 
amendments,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order,  were  formulated,  was  con¬ 
ducted  at  Wichita,  Kansas,  on  February 
9,  1961,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof  which 
was  issued  January  31,  1961  (26  F.R. 
1065). 

'The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to : 

1.  A  modification  of  the  Class  I  price 
formula. 

2.  Deletion  of  the  base-excess  plan. 

3.  Shrinkage  on  bulk  tank  milk. 

4.  Classifying  and  pricing  milk  used 
in  “diet  food’’. 

5.  Revision  of  location  price  differen¬ 
tials. 

6.  Adiminstrative  changes. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the 
material  issues  are  based  on  evidence 
presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof. 

1.  Class  I  price  formula.  The  curbs 
on  the  supply-demand  adjuster  in  the 
Class  I  price  formula  which  set  maxi¬ 
mum  and  minimum  variations  from  the 
Kansas  CiSty  Class  I  price  should  be  re¬ 
vised.  No  other  change  should  be  made 
in  the  supply-demand  adjuster  used  in 
the  Class  I  pricing  formula. 

'The  producers  cooperative  represent¬ 
ing  a  majority  of  the  producers  supply¬ 
ing  the  market  proposed  that  the  supply- 
demand  adjuster  be  limited  to  not  more 
than  10  cents  plus  the  smallest  of  three 
calculated  amounts.  ’The  effect  of  such 
a  proposal  in  the  period  May  1959 
through  February  1961  would  have  been 
to  increase  the  Cfiass  I  price  by  4  cents 
per  hundredweight.  'The  proposal  would 
not  have  prevented  rapid  changes  in  the 
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price  adjustments  brought  about  by  the 
supply-demand  adjuster.  Changes  from 
0  to  39  cents  would  have  occurred  in  a 
four-month  period  whereas  present  pro¬ 
visions  permitted  a  change  from  0  to  42 
cents  in  three  months  time.  A  modifica¬ 
tion  proposed  herein  would  have  held 
the  change  in  the  three-month  period  to 
0  to  32  cents. 

The  ample  supply  of  milk  relative  to 
Class  I  sales  in  the  market  during  all 
of  this  period  indicates  that  the  effective 
prices  were  at  least  adequate  to  attract 
sufiBcient  milk  for  the  market.  During 
1959  milk  delivered  by  producers  ex¬ 
ceeded  Class  I  sales  by  45  percent  and 
in  1960  producer  deliveries  exceeded 
Class  I  sales  by  54  percent.  In  the  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  two  years  producer 
deliveries  had  exceeded  Class  I  sales  in 
1958  by  32  percent  and  in  1957  by  38 
percent. 

The  fact  that  reserves  were  outside  the 
normal  range  on  the  high  side  in  20  of 
the  22  months  in  which  the  supply-de¬ 
mand  adjuster  has  operated  suggests 
that  the  level  of  price  may  have  been 
to  high  even  with  the  reductions  caused 
by  the  supply-demand  adjuster. 

Producers  contend  that  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  maintain  a  larger  reserve  than 
that  contemplated  by  the  normal  to  as¬ 
sure  a  supply  equal  to  the  largest  daily 
requirements  of  handlers.  This  is  a 
costly  goal  since  producers  receive  only 
the  Class  III  price  for  such  reserve  milk. 
The  producers’  witness  testified  that  in 
January  1961  a  reserve  of  approximately 
50  percent  over  Class  I  sales  was  needed 
to  service  the  market  adequately.  How¬ 
ever,  in  January  1958  and  January  1959 
the  market  operated  on  reserves  of  22 
and  24  percent,  respectively,  and  there 
was  no  shortage  reported  in  those 
months. 

The  need  for  additional  reserves  was 
attributed  to  variations  in  daily  plant 
requirements  due  to  5 -day  plant  opera¬ 
tions.  There  was  no  showing,  however, 
that  plant  storage  capacity  is  inadequate 
to  absorb  some  of  this  variation. 

The  Wichita  market  has  experienced 
some  rapid  changes  in  milk  supply  rela¬ 
tive  to  Class  I  sales.  To  quickly  refiect 
these  rapid  changes  in  the  Class  I  price 
an  active  supply-demand  adjuster  is 
needed.  On  the  other  hand.  Class  I 
prices  in  the  Wichita  market  cannot 
vary  too  much  from  prices  in  surroimd- 
ing  markets  without  encouraging  tem¬ 
porary  uneconomic  shifts  in  milk  sup¬ 
plies  or  sales  between  markets. 

A  feature  of  the  Class  I  price  provi¬ 
sion  adopted  July  1,  1960  sets  maximum 
and  minimum  amounts  by  which  the 
Wichita  Class  I  price  may  exceed  or  fall 
below  the  Kansas  City  price.  This  fea¬ 
ture  served  to  curb  the  price  reductions 
which  were  indicated  by  the  supply-de¬ 
mand  adjuster  for  the  months  of  August 
through  November  1960.  A  suspension 
order  effective  September  1,  1960  modi¬ 
fied  the  minimum  price  in  relation  to 
Kansas  City. 

The  curb  on  the  supply-demand  ad¬ 
juster  through  the  relation  to  the  Kansas 
City  Class  I  price  is  well  suited  to  the 
conditions  which  exist  in  the  Wichita 
market.  It  permits  price  adjustments  for 
changing  supply-demand  conditions  but 


prevents  extreme  Intermarket  price 
differences. 

The  limits  within  which  the  Wichita 
Class  I  price  can  vary  from  the  Elansas 
City  Class  I  price  should  be  revised  sea¬ 
sonally  to  accomplish  a  more  suitable 
alignment  of  prices.  Since  the  Kansas 
City  Class  I  price  varies  seasonally 
whereas  the  Wichita  Class  I  price  is  com¬ 
puted  on  the  basic  formula  value  plus 
$1.65  in  all  months,  the  Class  I  prices 
vary  by  different  amounts  in  the  August- 
March  period  and  in  the  April-July  pe¬ 
riod.  The  Class  I  price  in  Wichita  of 
$1.65  over  basic  formula  value  exceeds 
the  Kansas  City  price  (disregarding 
supply-demand  adjusters  in  both  mar¬ 
kets)  by  50  cents  in  April-July  and  by 
20  cents  in  August-March. 

With  the  deletion  of  the  base-excess 
plan  as  proposed  in  this  decision  milk 
supplies  can  shift  more  easily  from  the 
Kansas  City  market  to  the  Wichita  mar¬ 
ket.  The  base  plan  has  tended  to  encour¬ 
age  new  producers  to  begin  deliveries 
during  the  base-forming  period  but 
tended  to  discourage  producers  from 
coming  on  the  market  during  base¬ 
paying  months. 

If  the  milk  supply  relative  to  sales  gets 
out  of  balance  the  adjustment  is  likely 
to  come  through  supply  and  sales  shift¬ 
ing  between  Wichita  and  Kansas  City. 
Therefore,  the  limits  within  which  the 
Wichita  supply-demand  adjuster  oper¬ 
ates  should  be  related  more  closely  to 
the  Kansas  City  price.  This  can  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  requiring  that  the  price  in 
the  months  August-March  should  not 
fall  below  the  Kansas  City  price  and  in 
the  months  April-July  should  be  not 
less  than  the  Kansas  City  price  plus 
10  cents.  The  price  should  not  exceed 
the  Kansas  City  Class  I  price  plus  50 
cents  in  the  months  August  through 
March  and  the  Kansas  City  price  plus 
60  cents  in  the  April-July  period. 

2.  Base-excess  plan.  The  base-excess 
plan  for  distributing  payments  to  pro¬ 
ducers  should  be  deleted  from  the  order. 
Provisions  for  computing  a  uniform 
blend  price  each  month  should  be  sub¬ 
stituted  for  the  base-excess  plan. 

The  base  plan  has  overstimulated 
milk  production  in  the  base-forming 
months  August  through  November  with 
the  consequence  that  total  production 
has  tended  to  be  greater  than  necessary 
to  supply  the  market’s  fiuid  sales. 

The  cooperative  association  represent¬ 
ing  three-fourths  of  the  producers  sup¬ 
plying  the  market  requested  the  deletion 
of  the  base  plan.  The  operation  of  the 
plan  under  the  order  complicates  the 
administration  of  a  cooperative  operated 
seasonal  incentive  plan.  Since  both  this 
cooperative  and  another  cooperative 
supplying  the  market  have  the  privilege 
of  reblending  payments  to  their  members 
in  accordance  with  their  own  plans,  a 
marketwide  base  plan  is  not  needed  and 
tends  to  be  confusing.  There  are  less 
than  100  producers  supplying  the  market 
who  are  not  members  of  one  of  these  co¬ 
operative  associations.  No  opposition 
to  the  deletion  of  the  base  plan  was 
expressed. 

3.  Shrinkage  on  hulk  tank  milk.  A 
minor  change  should  be  made  in  the 
method  for  calculating  maximum 
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shrinkage  which  may  be  allocated  to 
Class  m. 

The  producers’  cooperative  which  acts 
as  a  handler  pursuant  to  §  968.11(c)  of 
the  order  pr(HX>sed  that  when  other  han¬ 
dlers  purchase  milk  from  such  coopera¬ 
tive  on  the  basis  of  farm  determined 
weights  and  tests  the  entire  shrinkage 
allowance  of  two  percent  should  accrue 
to  the  purchasing  handler. 

Since  the  cooperative’s  function  as  a 
handler  in  such  a  situation  would  re¬ 
sult  in  no  loss  to  the  cooperative  the 
handler  who  sustains  any  loss  of  prod¬ 
uct  from  the  farm  to  the  plant  should 
be  allowed  the  full  2  percent  loss  in  such 
cases.  When  the  handler  purchases  on 
the  basis  of  plant  determined  weights 
he  would  be  aUowed  IVz  percent  shrink¬ 
age  and  the  cooperative  would  receive 
V2  percent. 

In  order  to  be  allowed  the  2  percent 
shrinkage,  the  handler  should  advise  the 
market  administrator  that  he  intends 
to  purchase  on  the  basis  of  farm 
weights. 

4.  “Diet  food”  fiuid  milk  products. 
“Diet  food”  fluid  milk  products  fortified 
with  added  nonfat  milk  solids  should  be 
classified  in  Cfiass  I  but  the  skim  milk 
equivalent  of  the  solids  in  excess  of  the 
weight  of  natural  fluid  skim  milk  should 
be  in  Class  m. 

A  product  made  of  fresh  fluid  skim 
milk  but  which  contains  about  times 
the  normal  content  of  nonfat  milk  solids 
therein  is  being  marketed  in  the  Wichita 
area  as  a  “diet  food”.  This  product  is 
manufactmed  by  adding  nonfat  dry  milk 
and  dry  whole  milk  plus  flavoring, 
vitamins  and  other  minor  elements  to 
liquid  skim  milk. 

'The  product  is  processed  in  pool  plants 
and  is  distributed  by  handlers  on  routes 
along  with  other  fluid  milk  products. 
Grade  A  skim  milk  obtained  from  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  is  used  to  provide  the  liquid 
skim  milk  portion  of  the  product.  The 
nonfat  dry  milk  and  dry  whole  milk  is 
received  from  plants  located  in  Ne¬ 
braska,  Missouri,  and  Minnesota. 

Because  its  principal  ingredients  are 
derived  from  (1)  liquid  skim  milk,  and 
(2)  a  concentrated  manufactured  milk 
product,  the  classification  of  the  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  in  the  product  pre¬ 
sents  a  special  problem.  Under  the 
classified-use  system  of  pricing  in  the 
market,  milk  classified  and  priced  as 
Class  I  is  that  which  is  disposed  of  in 
fiuid  form  as  fresh  fluid  milk  and  fiuid 
products  to  consumers  and  which  is  ob¬ 
tained  from  Grade  “A”  approved  somces. 
It  is  necessary  that  such  fresh  milk  and 
fiuid  milk  products  be  classified  and 
priced  as  Class  I  if  producers  who  supply 
such  milk  to  the  market  are  to  be  prop¬ 
erly  compensated,  and  if  the  necessary 
incentive  to  producers  is  to  be  provided 
through  the  uniform  price  to  encourage 
the  production  and  delivery  of  sufficient 
milk  of  the.quality  needed  for  Class  I  use 
in  such  products,  plus  the  necessary  re¬ 
serve  to  cover  daily,  weekly  and  monthly 
fluctuations  in  sales  by  handlers.  It  is 
provided,  therefore,  that  for  each  quart 
of  diet  product  disposed  of,  one  quart  of 
skim  milk  will  be  accounted  for  as  Class 
I. 
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It  is  convenient  to  carry  out  the  ac¬ 
counting  system  on  a  skim  milk  equiv¬ 
alent  bsusis.  Since  the  skim  milk  equiv¬ 
alent  of  a  quart  of  dietary  product  is 
about  2V2  times  its  actual  quantity,  an 
adjustment  of  this  difference  in  the  ac- 
coimting  system  is  necessary.  This  ad¬ 
justment  will  be  made  by  assigning  to 
Class  m  the  difference  between  the 
actual  sales  volume  of  the  dietary  prod¬ 
ucts  and  the  milk  equivalent. 

Normal  liquid  skim  milk  is  assumed 
in  the  accoimting  procedure  used  in 
Wichita  to  contain  9  percent  solids-not- 
fat  and  to  weigh  2.1575  pounds  per 
quart.  Therefore,  it  is  practical  and 
equitable  to  calculate  the  part  of  a  quart 
of  this  product  to  be  classified  in  Class 
I  at  the  weight  of  an  equivalent  volume 
of  normal  skim  milk.  The  weight  of 
product  classified  as  Class  I  can  then  be 
subtracted  from  the  total  fiuid  skim  milk 
equivalent  of  the  total  nonfat  milk  solids 
content  of  the  product  to  obtain  the 
amount  to  be  classified  in  Class  m. 

All  of  the  butterfat  in  the  dietary 
product  should  be  classified  in  Class  I. 
Such  products  have  only  limited  butter- 
fat  content  and  the  accoimting  pro¬ 
cedure  would  be  unduly  complicated  if 
the  classification  of  butterfat  were  split 
in  a  manner  similar  to  that  herein  pre¬ 
scribed  for  skim  milk.  Because  of  the 
small  difference  in  the  value  of  butter- 
fac  as  between  Class  I  and  Class  m  such 
an  accoimting  procedure  will  have  an  in¬ 
significant  effect  on  over-all  product 
cost. 

Proponents  of  a  Class  in  classification 
of  the  entire  liquid  equivalent  of  the 
fluid  milk  product  marketed  under  the 
label  “diet  food”  claimed  the  product  is 
not  a  milk  product  because  it  has  been 
designated  as  a  food  product  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Whatever  the  product  is  called,  its  com¬ 
position  is  largely  milk  and  milk  prod¬ 
ucts.  Therefore,  it  constitutes  a  use  of 
milk  and  the  value  of  milk  used  in  the 
product  must  be  ascertained  for  classifi¬ 
cation  purposes.  As  heretofore  stated, 
the  use  value  of  milk  in  the  separate 
components  of  the  product  falls  in  two 
general  categories. 

The  total  skim  milk  equivalent  of  the 
product  must  be  accounted  for  in  some 
class  and  in  the  absence  of  proof  that  a 
receipt  of  nonfat  dry  milk  or  other  non¬ 
fluid  milk  product  was  used  in  Class  II 
or  Class  m,  the  skim  milk  equivalent  of 
such  product  should  be  classified  in 
Class  I. 

Shrinkage  should  not  be  allocated  to 
the  nonfluid  milk  products  reprocessed 
in  the  plant.  In  the  accounting  proce¬ 
dure  the  net  amount  of  nonfiuid  prod¬ 
ucts  reprocessed  is  classified.  Hence, 
there  is  no  shrinkage  on  nonfluid 
products.  In  order  to  complete  the  ac¬ 
countability  of  all  products  used  or  pre¬ 
sumed  to  be  used  in  the  plant,  nonfluid 
products  not  otherwise  accounted  for 
should  be  regarded  as  reprocessed  in  the 
plant  and  thus  become  “other  source” 
milk. 

A  representative  of  the  principal  co¬ 
operative  association  pointed  out  that 
fortified  skim  milk  and  homogenized 
milk  containing  multiple  vitamins,  as 
well  as  other  milk  products,  are  regarded 


as  diet  foods.  The  only  important  dis¬ 
tinction  between  the  “diet  food”  sold  in 
the  Wichita  area  and  such  other  fiuid 
milk  products  in  the  market  is  the  fact 
that  it  is  not  labeled  a  milk  product. 

TTie  concept  of  class  values  applicable 
to  the  components  of  “diet  food”  may  be 
applicable  also  to  the  components  of 
other  fluid  milk  products.  However, 
proponents  of  a  change  in  classification 
of  diet  food  specifically  requested  that 
their  testimony  be  construed  to  apply  to 
the  particular  diet  food  under  considera¬ 
tion.  Since  limited  consideration  was 
requested,  this  record  does  not  contain 
necessary  facts  on  which  to  review  the 
classification  of  fluid  mijk  products  other 
than  the  product  labeled  as  “diet  food.” 
Therefore,  no  change  should  be  made  in 
the  classification  of  any  product  other 
than  “diet  food”  which  is  not  labeled  a 
milk  product. 

5.  Revision  of  location  price  differen¬ 
tials.  No  change  should  be  made  in  the 
pattern  of  location  price  differentials 
established  by  the  order. 

One  handler  proposed  that  location 
differentials  be  measured  from  Hillsboro 
as  well  as  from  Wichita.  Hillsboro  is 
directly  north  of  Wichita  and  close  to 
the  northern  boundary  of  the  Wichita 
marketing  area.  Wichita  is  the  only 
large  urban  area  in  the  marketing  area 
and  most  of  the  larger  handlers  operate 
distributing  plants  in  Sedgwick  County. 

By  measuring  location  differentials 
from  Hillsboro  minimum  prices  required 
at  plants  located  in  northern  Kansas 
would  be  increased.  Since  the  Elansas 
City  market  draws  milk  supplies  also 
from  northern  Kansas,  the  proposed  in¬ 
crease  in  price  for  plants  in  that  area 
which  supply  the  Wichita  market  could 
attract  milk  from  the  Kansas  City  mar¬ 
ket.  In  view  of  the  already  ample  sup¬ 
plies  of  milk  delivered  by  Wichita  pro¬ 
ducers  there  is  no  need  to  increase  the 
Wichita  prices  applicable  in  this  area 
from  which  the  two  markets  draw  milk. 

6.  Administrative  changes.  The  plant 
listed  as  Borden  Company,  Fort  ^ott, 
Kansas,  should  be  deleted  from  the  list 
of  plants  in  §  968.51(c)  (1).  The  plant 
has  closed  and  the  last  reported  price 
was  for  February  1960.  Since  the  alter¬ 
native  price  provided  by  §  968.51(c)  (1) 
has  not  been  the  effective  price  in  recent 
months,  this  deletion  will  have  no  effect 
on  the  order  prices  at  this  time. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  were  consid¬ 
ered  in  making  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  set  forth  above.  To  the  extent 
that  the  suggested  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  filed  by  interested  parties  are  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  set  forth  herein,  the  requests  to 
make  such  findings  or  reach  such  con¬ 
clusions  are  denied  for  the  reasons  pre¬ 
viously  stated  in  this  decision.  Other 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  re¬ 
late  to  matters  not  under  consideration 
at  this  hearing  and,  therefore,  are 
denied  as  being  irrelevant,  immaterial 
and  not  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of 
practice. 


General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previously 
issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratified  and  aflarmed, 
except  insofar  as  such  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
findings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  suflBcient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons 
in  the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  a  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  a  hearing 
has  been  held. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  order  amending  the  order.  The 
following  order  amending  the  order  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Wichita,  Kansas,  marketing  area  is  rec¬ 
ommended  as  the  detailed  and  appro¬ 
priate  means  by  which  the  foregoing 
conclusions  may  be  carried  out.  The 
recommended  marketing  agreement  is 
not  included  in  this  decision  because 
the  regulatory  provisions  thereof  would 
be  the  same  as  those  contained  in  the 
order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended: 

§  968.14  [Amendment] 

1.  In  §  968.14  substitute  a  comma  for 
the  last  period  and  add  “and  any  dis¬ 
appearance  of  nonfluid  milk  products  not 
otherwise  accounted  for.” 

§  968.15  [.4mendment] 

2.  In  §  968.15  after  the  words  “fla¬ 
vored  milk  drinks”  insert  “(including 
milk  drinks  labeled  ‘diet  food’,  ‘dietary 
food’  and  similar  designations)”. 

§§  968.17,  968.18  [Deletion] 

3.  Delete  §§  968.17  and  968.18. 

§  968.30  [Amendment] 

4.  In  §  968.30(c)  delete  the  phrase 
“(except  Class  III  products  disposed  of 
in  the  form  in  which  received  without 
further  processing  or  packaging  by  the 
handler)  ”. 

5.  In  §  968.30(f)  add  the  phrase  “or 
milk  products”  after  the  phrase  “re¬ 
ceipts  and  use  of  milk”. 
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§  968.31  [Amendment] 

6.  Delete  §  968.31(a)  and  substitute: 
“(a)  His  total  deliveries  of  milk.” 

7.  Delete  §  968.40.  §  968.41,  and  §  968.42 
and  substitute  the  following: 

§  968.40  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  to  be 
classified. 

All  skim  milk  and  butterfat  received 
within  the  month  by  a  handler  which  is 
required  to  be  reported  pursuant  to 
§  968.30  shall  be  classified  by  the  market 
administrator  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
contained  in  §  968.41  to  §  968.46.  If 
any  of  the  water  contained  in  the  milk 
from  which  a  product  is  made  is  re¬ 
moved  before  the  product  is  utilized  or 
disposed  of  by  a  handler,  the  pounds  of 
inWim  milk  used  or  disposed  of  in  such 
product  shall  be  considered  to  be  an 
amount  equivalent  to  the  nonfat  milk 
solids  contained  in  such  product,  plus 
all  of  the  water  originally  associated 
with  such  solids. 

§  968.41  Classes  of  utilization. 

Subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
§§  968.43  and  968.44,  classes  of  utilization 
shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Class  I  milk  shall  be  all  skim  milk 
and  butterfat: 

(1)  Disposed  of  in  the  form  of  fluid 
TTihk  products  except  that  fluid  milk 
products  labeled  as  “diet  food”,  “dietary 
foods”,  and  similar  designations  shall 
be  Class  I  in  an  amount  equal  only  to  the 
weight  of  an  equal  volume  of  milk,  skim 
milk  or  cream  of  the  same  butterfat 
content;  and 

(2)  Used  to  produce  concentrated 
(including  frozen)  milk,  flavored  milk  or 
flavored  milk  drinks  disposed  of  for  fluid 
consumption  neither  sterilized  nor  in 
hermetically  sealed  cans. 

(b)  Class  II  shall  be  all  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  used  to  produce  cottage  cheese 
in  plants  approved  for  the  sale  of  cottage 
cheese  in  jurisdictions  within  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  which  require  that  cottage 
cheese  be  made  from  Grade  A  milk. 

(c)  Class  III  milk  shall  be  all  skim 
milk  and  butterfat: 

(1)  Used  to  produce  any  product  other 
than  those  products  designated  as  Class 
I  or  Class  n  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  this  section; 

(2)  Used  for  starter  churning,  whole¬ 
sale  baking  and  candy  making; 

'  (3)  Disposed  of  as  livestock  feed; 

(4)  In  skim  milk  dumped  after  prior 
notification  to  and  opportunity  for  veri¬ 
fication  by  the  market  administrator; 

(5)  The  weight  of  skim  milk  in  fluid 
milk  products  which  is  not  classified  as 
Class  I  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)(1)  of 
this  section: 

(6)  In  shrinkage  of  producer  milk  but 
not  in  excess  of: 

(i)  Two  percent  of  receipts  of  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  from  a  cooperative 
association  handler  pursuant  to 
§  968.11(c),  if  the  handler  operating  the 
pool  plant  files  with  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  notice  that  he  is  purchasing  such 
milk  on  the  basis  of  farm  weights  deter¬ 
mined  by  farm  bulk  tank  calibrations, 
and  receipts  of  skim  milk  and  butterfat 
directly  from  producers  (excluding  milk 
diverted  pursuant  to  §  968.8) ; 
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(ii)  Plus  1.5  percent  of  receipts  of  skim 
milk  and  butterfat,  respectively,  trans¬ 
ferred  in  bulk  lots  from  pool  plants  of 
other  handlers  or  received  directly  from 
cooperative  associations  pursuant  to 
§  968.11(c)  unless  two  percent  shrinkage 
is  assigned  pursuant  to  (i)  of  this 
subparagraph; 

(iii)  Less  1.5  percent  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  disposed  of  in  bulk  lots  to  the 
pool  plants  of  other  handlers  except 
shrinkage  assigned  pursuant  to  sub¬ 
division  (i)  of  this  subparagraph. 

(7)  In  shrinkage  of  other  source  milk; 
and 

(8)  In  inventory  of  fluid  milk  products 
on  hand  at  the  end  of  the  month. 

§  968.42  Shrinkage. 

The  market  administrator  shall  allo¬ 
cate  shrinkage  over  a  handler’s  receipts 
as  follows: 

(a)  Compute  the  total  shrinkage  of 
skim  milk  and  butterfat,  respectively, 
for  each  handler;  and 

(b)  Prorate  the  resulting  quantities 
between: 

(1)  The  receipts  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  in  the  net  quantity  of  milk: 

(1)  Received  directly  from  producers 
(not  including  milk  diverted  to  nonpool 
plants) ; 

(ii)  Received  from  cooperative  associ¬ 
ations  pursuant  to  §  968.11  (c)  and  (d) ; 
and 

(iii)  Received  in  bulk  by  transfer  or 
diversion  from  pool  plants  of  other 
handlers;  and 

(2)  The  receipts  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  in  other  source  milk  received 
in  the  form  of  bulk  fluid  milk  products. 

§  968.45  [Amendment] 

8.  In  §  968.45  change  the  colon  to  a 
period  and  delete  the  proviso. 

§  968.51  [Amendment] 

9.  Delete  the  proviso  in  §  968.51(a) 
and  substitute:  “Provided,  That  the 
Class  I  price  so  computed  shall  be  not 
less  than  the  Class  I  price  for  milk  con¬ 
taining  3.8  percent  butterfat  for  the 
same  period  pursuant  to  Federal  Order 
No.  13  (Greater  Kansas  City)  dining 
each  month  of  the  period  August  through 
March  and  plus  ten  cents  for  each  of  the 
months  of  April  through  July,  nor  more 
than  the  Kansas  City  Class  I  price  plus 
fifty  cents  during  each  of  the  months  of 
the  period  August  through  March  and 
plus  sixty  cents  for  each  of  the  months 
of  April  through  July.” 

10.  In  §  968.51(c)(1)  delete  “Borden 
Company,  Fort  Scott,  Kansas.” 

11.  Delete  §  968.71  and  substitute: 

§  968.71  Computation  of  uniform  price. 

For  each  month  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  shall  compute  a  uniform  price  for 
milk  of  3.8  percent  butterfat  content, 
received  from  producers  f .o.b.  pool  plants 
located  within  70  miles  of  the  Wichita, 
Kansas,  Court  House,  as  follows: 

(a)  Combine  into  one  total  the  values 
computed  pursuant  to  §  968.70  for  all 
handlers  who  made  the  reports  pre¬ 
scribed  in  §  968.30  for  such  month,  except 
those  in  default  of  payments  required 
pursuant  to  §§  968.80  and  968.83  for  the 
preceding  month; 


(b)  Subtract  if  the  average  butterfat 
content  of  the  milk  included  in  these 
computations  is  greater  than  3.8  per¬ 
cent;  or  add  if  such  average  butterfat  is 
less  than  3.8  percent  an  amount  com¬ 
puted  by  multiplying  the  amount  by 
which  the  average  butterfat  content  of 
such  milk  varies  from  3.8  percent  by  the 
butterfat  differential  computed  pursuant 
to  §  968.81  and  multiplying  the  resulting 
figure  by  the  total  hundredweight  of 
such  milk; 

(c)  Add  the  total  of  the  values  of  the 
applicable  location  differentials  pursuant 
tc  §  968.81(b) ; 

(d)  Add  an  amount  not  less  than  one- 
half  of  the  unobligated  cash  balance  in 
the  producer -settlement  fund; 

(e)  Divide  the  resulting  amount  by  the 
total  hundredweight  of  milk  received 
from  producers  by  all  handlers; 

(f)  Subtract  not  less  than  4  cents  nor 
more  than  5  cents  from  the  price  com¬ 
puted  pursuant  to  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
section. 

§  968.80  [Amendment] 

12.  In  §  968.80(a)  delete  the  words  “(i) 
and  (f )  ”  and  the  words  “base  milk  and 
excess.” 

§§  968.90,  968.91  [Deletion] 

13.  Delete  §§  968.90  and  968.91. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  29, 
1961. 

Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

IPJR.  Doc.  61-2905;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:50  am.] 
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MILK  IN  CENTRAL  WEST  TEXAS 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Proposed 

Amendments  to  Tentative  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  in 
the  Walnut  Room,  Windsor  Hotel,  N. 
Fourth  and  Pine  Streets,  Abilene,  Texas, 
beginning  at  10:00  a.m.,  c.s.t.,  on  April 
17, 1961,  with  respect  to  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  to  the  order,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Central  West 
Texas  marketing  area. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  conditions 
which  relate  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  any 
appropriate  modifications  thereof,  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order. 

The  proposed  amendments,  set  forth 
below,  have  not  received  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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Proposed  by  Dairy  Products  Institute 
of  Texas,  Inc.,  on  behalf  of  the  Borden 
Company,  Foremost  Dairies,  Inc.,  and 
Gandy’s,  Inc.: 

Proposal  No.  1.  Amend  §§  982.41, 
982.46,  and  982.70  and  all  conforming 
sections  to  provide  that  dietary  foods  be 
classified  as  Class  II. 

Proposed  by  the  Borden  Company, 
Abilene,  Texas: 

Proposal  No.  2.  Amend  §§  982.41  and 
982.42  to  provide  that  a  producer  associ¬ 
ation  may  be  considered  a  handler  for 
the  purpose  of  allowing  2  percent  shrink¬ 
age  clause  to  be  divided  1^/4  percent  to 
bottler,  and  V2  percent  to  the  association. 

Proposal  No.  3.  Amend  the  pricing 
provisions  of  the  order  to  provide  that 
the  Class  I  price  in  Central  West  Texas 
area  be  established  the  same  as  North 
Texas  Class  I,  eliminating  the  25  cents 
plus  that  now  exist. 

Proposed  by  the  Borden  Company, 
Midland,  Texas: 

Proposal  No.  4.  Amend  the  pricing 
provisions  of  the  order  to  provide  that 
the  pricing  of  producer  Class  I  milk  be¬ 
tween  Order  No.  43  and  Order  No.  82 
should  be  equalized. 

Proposed  by  Oak  Farms  Dairies: 
Proposal  No.  5.  Amend  §  982.61  so  that 
any  distributing  plant  which  would 
otherwise  be  subject  to  the  classification 
and  pricing  provisions  of  another  order 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Act  shall  be 
treated  as  an  unapproved  plant,  unless  a 
greater  volume  of  Class  I  milk  is  dis¬ 
posed  of  from  such  plant  through  routes 
in  the  Central  West  Texas  marketing 
area,  on  a  twelve-month  moving  aver¬ 
age,  than  in  the  marketing  area  regu¬ 
lated  pursuant  to  such  order. 

Proposed  by  Foremost  Dairies,  Inc.: 
Proposal  No.  6.  Amend  §§  982.50, 
982.53,  982.91,  and  all  conforming  sec¬ 
tions  to  provide  that  the  Abilene  Class  I 
price  be  the  North  Texas  Class  I  price 
and  that  the  other  zones  be  priced  equi¬ 
tably  considering  all  of  the  factors  affect¬ 
ing  the  price. 

Proposal  No.  7.  Amend  §  982.41  and  all 
conforming  sections  to  classify  sour 
cream  as  a  Class  n  product. 

Proposal  No.  8.  Amend  §§  982.7, 
982.10,  982.62,  982.98,  and  all  conforming 
sections  to  eliminate  the  exclusion  pro¬ 
vision  and,  in  the  alternative,  to  reduce 
the  excludable  amount  and  to  charge 
full  administrative  assessment  as  if  the 
partially  regulated  handlers  were  fully 
regulated. 

Proposed  by  Central  West  Texas  Pro¬ 
ducers  Association: 

Proposal  No.  9.  Amend  §  982.45  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  982.45  Computation  of  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  in  each  class. 

For  each  month,  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  shall  correct  for  mathematical 
and  for  other  obvious  errors,  the  monthly 
report  submitted  by  each  handler  and 
shall  compute  the  pounds  of  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  in  Class  I  milk  and  Class 
II  milk.  Skim  milk  contained  in  any 
products  utilized,  produced  or  disposed 
of  by  the  handler  during  the  month 
shall  be  considered  to  be  an  amount 
equivalent  to  the  nonfat  milk  solids  con¬ 
tained  in  such  products,  plus  all  the 


water  originally  associated  with  such 
solids. 

Proposed  by  the  Dairy  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service: 

Proposal  No.  10.  Make  such  changes 
as  may  be  necessary  to  make  the  entire 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order  con¬ 
form  with  any  amendments  thereto  that 
may  result  from  this  hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  and 
the  order  may  be  procured  from  the 
Market  Administrator,  P.O.  Box  35225, 
Airlawn  Station,  Dallas,  Texas,  or  from 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Room  112,  Adminis¬ 
tration  Building,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  or  may  be  there  inspected. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  28, 
1961. 

Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2890;  Piled,  Mar.  31.  1961; 

8:^  a.m.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  998  1 

[Docket  No.  AO  259-A5] 

MILK  IN  CORPUS  CHRISTI,  TEXAS, 

MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Proposed 
Amendments  to  Tentative  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et 
seq.),  and  the  applicable  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  governing  the  formu¬ 
lation  of  marketing  agreements  and 
marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part  900), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  at  Hidalgo  County  Court¬ 
house,  Edinburg,  Texas,  beginning  at 
10:00  ajn.,  c.s.t.,  on  April  21,  1961,  with 
respect  to  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order,  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Corpus  Christi,  Texas, 
marketing  area. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  conditions 
which  relate  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  any  ap¬ 
propriate  modifications  thereof,  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order. 

The  proposed  amendments,  set  forth 
below,  have  not  received  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Proposed  by  the  Dairy  Products  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Texas,  Inc.,  on  behalf  of  the 
Borden  Company,  Coast  Dairy  Poods, 
Inc.,  Golden  Jersey  Creamery,  Hygeia 
Dairy  Company,  and  the  Borden  Com¬ 
pany,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas: 

Proposal  No.  1.  Amend  §§  998.41, 
998.45,  998.46,  and  all  related  sections  to 
provide  that  dietary  foods  be  classified  as 
Class  II,  and  to  provide  that  the  skim 
equivalent  method  of  accounting  for  all 
fortified  products  be  discontinued  and 
that  all  pasmients  under  the  order  for 
solids  used  to  fortify  be  also  discon¬ 
tinued. 


Proposed  by  the  Borden  Company, 
Corpus  Christi,  Texas: 

Proposal  No.  2.  Classify  butterfat  and 
milk  solids  going  into  sour  cream,*  onion 
dip,  or  other  sour  cream  dips  as  Class  H. 
Proposed  by  Oak  Farms  Dairies: 
Proposal  No.  3.  Amend  §  998.61  so 
that  any  fluid  milk  plant  which  would 
otherwise  be  subject  to  the  classification 
and  pricing  provisions  of  another  order 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Act  shall  be 
treated  as  a  nonfiuid  milk  plant,  unless 
a  greater  volume  of  Class  I  milk  is  dis¬ 
posed  of  from  such  plant  through  routes 
in  the  Corpus  Christi,  Texas,  marketing 
area,  on  a  twelve-month  moving  aver¬ 
age,  than  in  the  marketing  area  regu¬ 
lated  pursuant  to  such  order. 

Proposed  by  the  Dairy  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service: 

Proposal  No.  4.  Make  such  changes 
as  may  be  necessary  to  make  the  entire 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order  con¬ 
form  with  any  amendments  thereto  that 
may  result  from  this  hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  and 
the  order  may  be  procured  from  the 
Market  Administrator,  112  Tarlton 
Street,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas;  1204  N. 
Main  Avenue,-  San  Antonio  2,  Texas,  or 
from  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Room  112,  Ad¬ 
ministration  Building,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  25, 
D.C.,  or  may  be  there  inspected. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  28, 
1961. 

Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2891;  Filed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Agricultural  Research  Service 
[9  CFR  Part  17  1 

SMOKED  HAMS  AND  OTHER  PORK 
PRODUCTS  UNDER  FEDERAL  MEAT 
INSPECTION 

Notice  of  Public  Hearings  on  Moisture 
Content 

Effective  December  30,  1960,  the  reg¬ 
ulations  promulgated  under  the  Meat  In¬ 
spection  Act  <21  U.S.C.  71  et  seq.)  were 
amended  (9  CFR  17.8,  25  F.R.  13952)  to 
provide  that  smoked  hams,  smoked  pork 
shoulders,  smoked  pork  shoulder  picinics 
and  smoked  pork  shoulder  butts  may  not 
contain  more  than  ten  percent  added 
moisture.  Prior  to  such  amendment  the 
regulations  required  that  the  finished 
weight  of  such  products  shall  not  exceed 
the  fresh  uncured  weight.  The  amend¬ 
ment  provided  that  smoked  beef  tongues, 
and  cooked  cured  products  such  as 
hams,  pork  shoulders,  pork  shoulder  pic¬ 
nics,  pork  shoulder  butts,  or  pork  loins, 
either  smoked  or  unsmoked,  prepared 
with  either  moist  or  dry  heat,  and  iden¬ 
tified  as  “cooked,”  “fully  cooked,”  “thor¬ 
oughly  cooked,”  “ready  to  eat,”  or  “ready 
to  serve,”  may  not  contain  added  mois¬ 
ture;  this  made  no  substantial  change 
in  the  requirements  for  these  products. 
Nor  did  the  amendment  substantially 
affect  the  requirements  for  canned  hams, 
pork  shoulders,  pork  shoulder  picnics, 
pork  shoulder  butts  and  pork  loins. 


jaturday,  April  1,  1961 

The  amendment  was  adopted  imder 
the  informal  rulemaking  procedure  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act. 

It  has  been  determined  that  public 
hearings  should  be  held  at  the  places  and 
times  specified  below  to  afford  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  opportunity  to  express 
their  views  concerning  the  amoimt  of 
moisture  that  should  be  permitted  in 
smoked  hams  and  other  pork  products 
under  Federal  Meat  Inspection.  The 
hearings  will  be  held  commencing'  at 
10:00  a.m.,  local  time,  as  follows: 

City,  Address,  and  Date 

Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Room  300,  U.S.  Custom 
House,  2d  and  Chestnut  Streets;  Thursday, 
April  27, 1961. 

Atlanta,  Ga.;  UJS.  District  Courtroom  318, 
Old  Post  OflBice  Building;  Monday,  May  1, 
1961. 

Chicago,  Ill.;  Room  600,  U.S.  Courthouse, 
219  South  Clark  Street;  Thursday,  May  4, 
1961. 

Denver,  Colo.;  Courtroom  C,  Fourth  Floor, 
p6st  Office  and  Cotuii  House,  18th  and 
Stout  Streets;  Monday,  May  8,  1961. 
Portland,  Oreg.;  U.S.  Court  of  App>eals  Room, 
Seventh  Floor,  U.S.  Court  House,  620 
Southwest  Main  Street;  Thursday,  May  11, 
1961. 

Adequate  opportunity  will  be  afforded 
all  persons  to  present  their  views. 

The  Presiding  Officer  at  the  hearings 
will  be  an  attorney  from  the  OfiBce  of  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Department  des¬ 
ignated  for  the  purpose. 

Any  interested  person  may  present  any 
views,  facts,  or  arguments  he  wishes  to 
offer  orally  at  one  or  more  of  the  hear¬ 
ings,  or  may  submit  his  comments  in 
writing  to  the  Presiding  OfiBcer  at  any  of 
the  hearings,  or  may  send  a  written 
statement  of  comments  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Agricultural  Research  Service, 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Washington  25,  D.C.  Comments 
sent  to  the  Administrator  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  if  received  in  his  oflBce  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  22,  1961.  It  will  facilitate  the 
hearings  if  persons  who  wish  to  make 
their  comments  orally  at  any  of  the  hear¬ 
ings  will  notify  the  Administrator  as 
soon  as  possible  to  that  effect,  stating 
at  which  hearing  or  hearings  they  wish 
to  testify  and  how  long  a  time  they  would 
like  to  have  to  present  their  testimony. 
However  any  person  who  wishes  to  testify 
at  the  hearings  will  be  afforded  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  do  so,  whether  he  has  given 
such  advance  notice  to  the  Administrator 
or  not. 

The  hearings  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  and  the  press.  All  comments  made 
orally  or  submitted  in  writing  at  the 
hearings  or  to  the  Administrator  will 
be  available  to  the  public  and  the 
press.  A  stenographic  transcript  will  be 
made  of  the  hearings  and  copies  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  the  transcript  can  be 
obtained  from  the  reporter  by  interested 
persons  upon  request  and  payment  of  the 
cost  of  such  copies. 

After  the  hearings  and  expiration  of 
the  time  allowed  for  filing  of  comments, 
the  Department  will  evaluate  all  rele¬ 
vant  material  and  determine  whether 
the  present  provisions  of  the  regulations 
should  be  modified  or  continued  in  ef¬ 
fect.  Pending  such  determination  the 
present  provisions  remain  in  effect. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th 
day  of  March  1961. 

M.  R.  Clarkson, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2894;  Filed.  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:49  a.in.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[14  CFR  Part  507  1 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  705] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

De  Havilland  Model  104  Dove  Aircraft 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  Part 
405) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  has  under  consider¬ 
ation  a  proposal  to  amend  Part  507  of 
the  regulations  of  the  Administrator  to 
include  an  airworthiness  directive  estab¬ 
lishing  retirement  times  for  components 
of  De  Havilland  104  “Dove”  aircraft. 
Airworthiness  directive  56-21-3  (22  P.R. 
2420),  specified  safe  life  limits  for  the 
center  section  lower  spar  boom  and  wing 
lower  spar  boom.  As  a  result  of  .addi¬ 
tional  tests  by  the  manufacturer  it  has 
been  determined  that  safe  life  limits 
must  be  established  for  entire  wing. 
Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  that  airworth¬ 
iness  directive  56-21-3  (22  FJl.  2420) ,  be 
superseded  by  a  new  directive  setting 
forth  the  mandatory  retirement  and 
modification  schedules. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  proposed  rule  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communica¬ 
tions  should  be  submitted  in  duplicate 
to  the  Docket  Section  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New 
York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
All  communications  received  on  or  before 
May  4,  1961,  will  be  considered  by  the 
Administrator  before  taking  action  on 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  will  be  available^  in  the 
Docket  Section,  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons  when  the  prescribed 
date  for  return  of  comments  has  ex¬ 
pired.  This  proposal  will  not  be  given 
further  distribution  as  a  draft  release. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a) .  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(72  Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  507.10(a)  of  Part 
507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  by  adding  the 
following  airworthiness  directive: 

De  Havilland.  Applies  to  all  Model  104 
“Dove”  aircraft. 

As  a  result  of  fatigue  tests  by  the  De 
Havilland  Company,  the  following  modifica¬ 
tion  or  replacements  must  be  acccanpllshed: 

( 1 )  The  wing  lower  spar  boom  must  Incor¬ 
porate  Modification  780  or  be  replaced  at  or 
prior  to  accumulating  5,000  hours’  time  in 
service. 

(2)  Wings  with  Modification  780  must  be 
replaced  at  15,000  hours’  time  in  service  on 
aircraft  Series  1,  lA,  IB,  IBA,  2A,  2B,  2BA, 
5,  5A,  5B.  5BA.  6,  6A,  6B.  6BA,  and  at  12,000 
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hours’  time  in  service  on  aircraft  Series  7, 
7A,  8,  8A. 

(3)  The  fuselage  center  section  lower  spar 
boom  must  be  replaced  at  or  prior  to  ac¬ 
cumulating  2,500  hours’  time  in  service  un¬ 
less  Modification  638  is  accomplished. 

(4)  Fuselage  center  section  lower  spar 
boom  incorporating  Modification  538  and 
Modification  686  not  later  than  3,600  hours* 
time  in  service  after  incorporating  Modifica¬ 
tion  538,  must  be  replaced  at  or  prior  to 
accumulating  10,000  hours’  time  In  service. 

(5)  If  the  fuselage  center  section  lower 
spar  boom  incorporates  Modification  779  in 
lieu  of  Modification  538,  no  time  limit  is 
imposed. 

(De  Havilland  TNS  Series  CT(104)  No.  119, 
Issue  7  dated  December  19,  1960,  covers  this 
subject.) 

This  supersedes  AD  66-21-3  (22  FJl.  2420). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
27,  1961. 

George  C.  Prill, 

Acting  Director,  Bureau  of 
Flight  Standards. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2870;  Filed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  CDMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  Nos.  13868, 13859] 

TABLE  OF  ASSIGNMENTS,  TELEVISION 
BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Certain  Cities  in  New  York  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania;  Order  Extending  Time  for 
Filing  Comments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  §  3.606, 
Table  of  Assignments,  Television  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations  (Sin^acuse,  Rochester,  El¬ 
mira,  Binghamton,  and  Coming,  New 
York,  and  Williamsport,  Pennsyvania) , 
Docket  No.  13858;  and  amendment  of 
§  3.606,  Table  of  Assignments,  Televi¬ 
sion  Broadcast  Stations  (Rochester,  New 
York) ,  Docket  No.  13859. 

1.  The  Commission  has  been  requested 
by  Transcontinent  Television  Corpora¬ 
tion,  licensee  of  Station  WROC-TV, 
Rochester,  New  York,  in  a  petition  filed 
March  13,  1961,  to  extend  the  time  for 
filing  comments  in  the  above-captioned 
proceedings  from  March  31,  1961,  to' 
May  31,  1961,  or  imtil  thirty  days  after 
the  Commission  clarifies  the  notices  of 
proposed  rule  making  released  in  the 
above  proceedings  with  pertinent  in¬ 
formation  respecting  the  effect  of  recent 
negotiations  with  the  Canadian  CSovera- 
ment  on  the  utilization  of  television 
channel  assigiunents  proposed  in  these 
proceedings. 

2.  .Information  concerning  the  ar¬ 
rangements  reached  with  Canada  which 
affect  the  television  allocation  proposals 
imder  consideration  in  these  proceedings 
is  expected  to  be  available  for  release 
before  April  1,  1961.  In  order  to  give 
interested  parties  an  adequate  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  prepare  and  file  meaningful 
comments  in  light  of  this  information, 
we  believe  that  the  public  interest  would 
be  served  by  granting  an  18-day  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  for  filing  comments. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  28th 
day  of  March  1961,  That  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  petition  of  Transcontinent  Tele- 
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vision  Corporation  is  granted  to  the 
extent  ordered  herein,  and  that  the  time 
for  filing  comments  in  these  proceedings 
is  extended  from  March  31,  1961,  to 
April  18, 1961,  and  that  the  time  for  filing 
repl  ycomments  is  extended  to  April  28, 
1961. 

Released:  March  29,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2902;  PUed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  DANK 
BOARD 

[12  CFR  Part  563  1 

[No.  PSLIC-1,080] 

OPERATIONS 

Charges  and  Credits  With  Respect  to 

Mortgage  Loans,  Profit  on  Real 

Estate  Sold  and  Related  Items; 

Determination  of  Proposal 

March  29,  1961. 

Whereas,  by  Resolution  No.  FSLIC- 
957,  dated  September  26,  1960,  and  duly 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  30,  1960  (25  F.R.  9376),  this 
Board  resolved  that  pursuant  to  Part 
508  of  the  general  regulations  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR 
Part  508),  and  §  567.1  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  for  Insurance  of  Accounts 
(12  cm  567.1) ,  it  was  proposed  that  Part 
563  of  the  rules  and  regulations  for  In¬ 
surance  of  Accoimts  (12  CFR  Part  563) 
be  amended  by  the  addition  of  a  new  sec¬ 
tion,  §  563.23-1  Charges  and  credits  for 
premiums  and  discounts  on  mortgage 
loans  purchased,  profit  on  real  estate 
sold,  and  related  items,  the  substance  of 
which  amendment  was  set  out  in  said 
publication,  and 

Whereas,  careful  consideration  has 
been  given  to  such  proposed  amendment; 

It  is  hereby  resolved  that  this  Board 
hereby  determines  not  to  adopt  the 
amendment  proposed  by  said  Resolu¬ 
tion  PSLIC-957. 


(Secs.  402,  403,  48  Stat.  1256,  1257,  as 
amended;  12  n.S.C.  1725,  1726.  Beorg.  Plan 
No.  3  of  1947,  12  P.R.  4981,  3  CFR  1947  Supp.) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[SEAL]  Harry  W.  Caulsen, 

Secretary. 

1F.R.  Doc.  61-2908;  FUed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:50  a.m.] 

[12  CFR  Part  563  1 

[No.  FSLIC-1.081] 

OPERATIONS 

Charges  and  Credits  With  Respect  to 

Mortgage  Loans,  Profit  on  Real 

Estate  Sold,  and  Related  Items; 

Amendment 

March  29,  1961. 

Resolved  that  Resolution  No.  FSLIC- 
1,039,  dated  January  26,  1961,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  February  1, 
1961  (26  F.R.  986) ,  is  hereby  amended  by 
striking  in  the  last  resolving  paragraph 
the  language  “March  6, 1961”  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof  the  language  “April 
27,  1961”,  and  by  inserting  in  said  para¬ 
graph,  at  the  end  thereof,  the  following 
new  sentence;  "A  hearing  will  be  held 
on  April  27,  1961,  at  10:00  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in 
Room  827,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board  Building,  101  Indiana  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C„  before  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  a  member 
thereof,  or  a  Hearing  Officer  designated 
by  the  Board,  for  the  purpose  of  receiving 
evidence  and  views  on  the  subjects  and 
issues  aforesaid:  Provided,  That,  any 
person  intending  to  present  evidence  and 
views  at  such  hearing,  file  with  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  by  mail  or  otherwise,  a 
written  notice  of  intention  to  appear  at 
such  hearing  for  such  purpose  not  later 
than  April  20,  1961.” 

(Secs.  402,  403,  48  Stat.  1256,  1357,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  1725,  1726.  Beorg.  Plan 
No.  3  of  1947,  12  FJt.  4981,  3  CFR  1947  Supp.) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

Harry  W.  Caulsen, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2909;  Filed.  Mar,  31.  1961; 

8:50  a.m.] 


POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

VIOLATIONS  OF  THE  POSTAL  LAWS 

Rewards  for  Information  and  Services 

The  following  is  the  text  of  Order 
Number  57051  of  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral,  dated  March  1,  1961: 

On  and  after  March  1,  1961,  unless 
otherwise  ordered,  the  Post  Office 
Department  will  pay  the  following  re¬ 
wards,  providing  Congress  makes  avail¬ 
able  the  necessary  appropriation: 

Robbery  or  Attempted  Robbery — Not  To 
Exceed  $2,000 

(1)  Not  exceeding  two  thousand  dol¬ 
lars  for  the  arrest  and  conviction  of  any 
offender  on  the  charge  of  assaulting  any 
person  having  lawful  charge,  control,  or 
custody  of  any  mail,  or  money  or  other 
property  of  the  United  States,  with  intent 
to  rob,  steal,  or  purloin  such  mail,  or 
money  or  other  property  of  the  United 
States,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  on  the 
charge  of  robbing  any  such  person  of  any 
such  mail,  or  money  or  other  property  of 
the  United  States,  if  in  effecting  or  at¬ 
tempting  to  effect  such  robbery,  he  shall 
woimd  the  person  having  custody  of  the 
mail,  or  money  or  other  property  of  the 
Unit^  States,  or  put  his  life  in  jeopardy 
by  the  use  of  a  dangerous  weapon. 

Robbery  or  Attempted  Robbery — Not 
To  Exceed  $1,000 

(2)  Not  exceeding  one  thousand 
dollars  for  the  arrest  and  conviction  of 
any  offender  on  the  charge  of  assaulting 
any  person  having  lawful  charge,  control, 
or  custody  of  any  mail,  or  money  or  other 
property  of  the  United  States,  with 
intent  to  rob,  steal,  or  purloin  such  mail, 
or  money  or  other  property  of  the  United 
States,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  of  robbing 
such  person  of  such  mail,  or  money  or 
other  property  of  the  United  States,  or 
any  part  thereof,  where  the  assault  does 
not  include  the  wounding  of  the  person 
having  custody  of  the  mail,  or  money  or 
other  property  of  the  United  States,  or 
the  putting  of  his  life  in  jeopardy  by  the 
use  of  a  dangerous  weapon. 

Mailing  op  Bombs  or  Poison — Not  To 
Exceed  $2,000 

(3)  Not  exceeding  two  thousand  dol¬ 
lars  for  the  arrest  and  conviction  of  any 
offender  on  the  charge  of  mailing  or 
causing  to  be  mailed  any  poison,  or  any 
bomb,  infernal  machine,  or  mechanical, 
chemical,  or  other  device  or  composition 
which  may  ignite  or  explode,  with  the 
design,  intent,  or  purpose  to  kill  or  in 
anywise  hurt,  harm,  or  injure  another, 
or  damage,  deface  or  otherwise  injure 
the  mails  or  other  property. 

Mailing  op  Bombs — ^Nor  To  Exceed  $200 

(4)  Not  exceeding  two  hundred  dol¬ 
lars  for  the  arrest  and  conviction  of  any 
person  on  the  charge  of  mailing  or  caus¬ 
ing  to  be  mailed  any  bomb,  infernal 
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machine,  or  mechanical,  chemical,  or 
other  device  or  composition  which  may 
ignite  or  explode,  and  which  may  kill 
or  in  anywise  hurt,  harm,  or  injure  an¬ 
other,  or  damage,  deface,  or  otherwise 
injure  the  mails  or  other  property. 

Post  Oppice  Burglary — Not  To  Exceed 
$200 

(5)  Not  exceeding  two  hundred  dol¬ 
lars  for  the  arrest  and  conviction  of  any 
person  on  the  charge  of  breaking  into 
or  attempting  to  break  into  a  post  of¬ 
fice,  or  any  building  used  in  whole  or 
in  part  as  a  post  office,  with  intent  to 
commit  in  such  post  office,  or  part  of 
said  building  used  as  a  post  office,  any 
larceny  or  other  depredation.  A  post 
office  station  will  be  regarded  as  coming 
within  the  meaning  of  the  term  post 
office  as  used  in  this  section. 

Stealing  Mail — Nor  To  EIxceed  $200 

(6)  Not  exceeding  two  hundred  dol¬ 
lars  for  the  arrest  and  conviction  of  any 
person  on  the  charge  of  stealing  mail  or 
any  valuable  thing  contained  therein, 
or  money  or  other  property  of  the  United 
States,  while  being  conveyed  over  any 
post  route,  or  while  in  the  custody  of 
any  mail  messenger,  or  being  conveyed 
to  or  from  any  railroad  depot,  or  of  rob¬ 
bing  or  stealing  from  the  mail  while  it 
remains  at  any  railroad  depot  awaiting 
transfer. 

(7)  Not  exceeding  two  hundred  dol¬ 
lars  for  the  arrest  and  conviction  of  any 
person  on  the  charge  of  stealing  mail 
or  any  valuable  thing  contained  therein, 
or  money  or  other  property  of  the 
United  States,  from  or  out  of  any  mail, 
post  office,  or  station  thereof,  or  from 
any  person  properly  having  custody  of 
any  mail,  money  or  property  as  afore¬ 
said,  or  of  larceny  from  any  letter  box, 
street  letter  box,  or  other  receptacle 
established,  approved,  or  designated  by 
the  Postmaster  General  for  the  receipt 
of  mail  on  any  rural  delivery  route,  star 
route,  or  other  mail  route,  or  from  a 
box  rented  in  a  post  office,  or  from  any 
public  receptacle  or  other  authorized 
depository  for  mail. 

Embezzlement  of  Mail — Not  To  Exceed 
$200 

(8)  Not  exceeding  two  hundred  dol¬ 
lars  for  the  arrest  and  conviction  of  any 
mail  carrier  on  any  mail  messenger  route 
or  star  route  on  the  charge  of  em¬ 
bezzling  or  stealing  mail  or  any  valuable 
thing  contained  therein. 

General  Provisions 

(9)  For  the  arrest  and  conviction  of 
any  person  as  accessory  to  any  of  the 
offenses  above  mentioned,  or  for  receiv¬ 
ing  or  having  unlawful  possession  of 
any  mail,  money,  or  property  stolen  from 
a  post  office  or  from  a  station  of  a  post 
office,  or  otherwise,  as  provided  in  this 
Notice  of  Reward,  the  same  reward  will 
be  paid  as  for  the  arrest  and  conviction 
of  the  principal  offender. 


(10)  When  an  offender  is  killed  in  the 
act  of  committing  any  of  the  crimes 
enumerated  herein,  or  in  resisting  lawful 
arrest,  the  same  reward  may  be  paid 
as  though  he  had  been  tried  and  con¬ 
victed. 

(11)  When  a  person  has  been  con¬ 
victed  of  committing  any  offense  enu¬ 
merated  herein  a  reward  may  be  paid, 
even  though  such  person  when  arrested 
was  charged  with  committing  an  offense 
not  so  enumerated.  When  a  person  has 
been  adjudged  a  juvenile  delinquent  be¬ 
cause  of  having  committed  any  offense 
enumerated  herein,  the  same  reward 
may  be  paid  as  though  he  had  been  con¬ 
victed  of  such  offense. 

(12)  The  reward  that  may  be  allowed 
under  the  offers  made  in  the  preceding 
paragraphs  will  be  determined  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  circumstances  surroimding  the 
particular  case  and  on  the  basis  of  the 
services  personally  rendered  by  each 
claimant.  In  deciding  what  amount 
should  be  paid,  the  importance  and  value 
of  the  service  rendered,  the  character  of 
the  person  arrested  and  convicted,  the 
risks  or  hazards  involved,  the  time  con¬ 
sumed,  the  expenses  incurred  and  the 
efforts  put  forth,  will  govern.  Maximum 
rewards  will  be  paid  only  when  the  serv¬ 
ices  performed  were  of  maximum  value. 

(13)  Separate  applications  should  be 
made  in  writing  to  the  Chief  Postal  In¬ 
spector,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  by  each 
person  who  claims  a  reward.  Applica¬ 
tions  for  reward  should  state  the  name 
of  the  offender  and  the  date  and  nature 
of  the  offense. 

(14)  Payment  for  services  meriting  a 
reward  will  be  made,  subject  to  the  nec¬ 
essary  appropriation,  as  aforesaid,  upon 
presentation  of  satisfactory  evidence  and 
after  appropriate  investigation.  A  claim 
will  not  be  considered  unless  presented 
within  6  months  from  the  date  of  convic¬ 
tion  of  an  offender,  or  within  6  months 
from  the  date  of  his  death,  if  he  was 
killed  in  the  act  of  committing  a  crime, 
or  in  resisting  lawful  arrest. 

(15)  In  order  that  all  claimants  for 
reward  in  any  case  may  have  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  present  their  claims,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  reserves  the  right  to  withhold  tak¬ 
ing  final  action  until  the  time  limit 
specified  in  the  preceding  paragraph  has 
expired  and  the  claims  have  been 
investigated. 

(16)  The  Post  Office  Department  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  reject  a  claim  when 
the  circumstances  in  the  case  do  not 
justify  the  pasmtient  of  a  reward  or  when, 
in  its  opinion,  there  has  been  collusion, 
or  when  improper  methods  have  been 
used  to  effect  an  arrest  or  to  secure  a 
conviction;  and  it  also  reserves  the  right 
to  allow  only  one  reward  where  several 
persons  have  been  convicted  of  the  same 
offense,  or  when  one  person  has  been 
convicted  of  several  offenses,  unless  the 
circumstances,  in  its  judgment,  entitle 
the  claimant  to  a  reward  for  each 
conviction. 
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(17)  All  previous  offers  of  reward  are 
hereby  rescinded  except  as  they  may 
apply  to  cases  in  which  arrests  were 
made  prior  to  March  1,  1961. 

(R.S.  161.  as  amended,  sec.  1(b).  63  Stat. 
1066,  secs.  601,  609,  74  Stat.  680,  682  (Pub. 
Law  86-682);  6  UJ3.C.  22,  133Z-16.  80  UA.C. 
601,  609) 

Louis  J.  Doyle, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

iP.R.  Doc.  61-2883;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  5645  etc.] 

PACIFIC-SOUTHWEST  LOCAL 
SERVICE  CASE 

Notice  of  Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  heard  on  April  25.  1961  at 
10:00  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  Room  1027,  Univer¬ 
sal  Building,  Connecticut  and  Florida 
Avenues  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before 
the  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  28, 
1961. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

IP.R.  Doc.  61-2907;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:50  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  13609;  PCC  61M-533] 

MARIETTA  BROADCASTING,  INC. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  modification  of  license 
of  Marietta  Broadcasting,  Inc.,  KERO- 
TV,  Channel  10,  Bakersfield,  California, 
Docket  No.  13609. 

It  is  ordered,  This  28th  day  of  March 
1961,  that  David  I.  Kraushaar  will 
preside  at  the  hearing  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding  which  is  hereby 
scheduled  to  commence  on  May  1,  1961, 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  March  28, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  61-2899;  PUed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 

\  _ 

[Docket  Noe.  13730,  13734;  PCC  61M-532] 

RODIO  RADIO  AND  WKAP,  INC. 
(WKAP) 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  James  N.  Rodio 
and  James  Rodio,  d/b  as  Rodio  Radio, 
Hammonton,  New  Jersey,  Docket  No. 


13730,  File  No.  BP-13426:  WKAP,  Inc. 
(WKAP) ,  Allentown,  Pennsylvania, 
Docket  No.  13734,  File  No.  BP-13473;  for 
construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  “Motion  to  Continue 
Hearing”  filed  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  on  March  27,  1961,  by  applicant 
Rodio  Radio; 

It  appearing,  that  applicant  Rodio 
Radio  requests  that  the  hearing,  which' 
is  presently  scheduled  to  commence  April 
3,  1961,  be  postponed  until  May  26,  1961, 
in  order  to  afford  the  Commission  an 
opportunity  to  pass  upon  a  joint  request 
fil^  March  24  by  the  applicants  herein 
for  approval  of  an  agreement  between 
them  looking  towards  the  removal  of  the 
confiict  between  the  two  applications  by 
dismissal,  in  return  for  reimbursement 
of  expenses,  of  the  Rodio  Radio  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  47  CFR  1.316; 

It  appearing  further,  that  the  parties 
concerned  have  consented  to  immediate 
consideration  of  the  motion,  that  no  op¬ 
position  has  been  filed,  and  that  a  suffi¬ 
cient  showing  of  good  cause  for  granting 
the  relief  requested  has  been  made; 

It  is  ordered.  This  28th  day  of  March 
1961,  that  the  Rodio  Radio  motion  for  a 
continuance  of  the  hearing  is  hereby 
granted,  and  that  the  hearing  which  is 
presently  scheduled  to  commence  10  a.m., 
April  3, 1961,  at  the  Commission’s  Offices, 
Washington,  D.C.,  is  hereby  rescheduled 
to  commence  on  May  26,  1961,  at  the 
same  time  and  place. 

Released:  March  28,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2900;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  13993:  PCC  61M-5281 

GEORGE  SHANE 

Order  for  a  Prehearing  Conference 

In  re  application  of  George  Shane, 
Victorville,  California,  requests  1450  kc, 
250  w,  U,  IV,  Docket  No.  13993,  File  No. 
BP-13276;  for  construction  permit. 

On  the  Hearing  Examiner’s  own  mo¬ 
tion:  It  is  ordered.  This  27th  day  of 
March  1961,  that  all  parties,  or  their 
counsel,  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
are  directed  to  appear  for  a  prehearing 
conference  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.111  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  on 
April  11,  1961,  at  9:00  a.m.,  in  the  offices 
of  the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C. 

The  applicant  should  be  prepared  to 
discuss  compliance  with  the  local  notice 
requirements  of  §  1.362  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  as  amended  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  12, 1960. 

Released:  March  28,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[se-ivl]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-2901;  Piled.  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-16504.  etc.] 

CITY  OF  RED  BUD,  ILL.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Granting  Petition  To  Reopen 
Proceedings 

March  27,  1961. 

City  of  Red  Bud,  Illinois,  Docket  No. 
G-16504;  MidSouth  Gas  Company, 
Docket  No.  G-17567;  Illinois  Power 
Company,  Docket  No.  G-17984;  st. 
Charles  Gas  Corporation,  Docket  No. 
G-18405;  Laclede  Gas  Company,  Com¬ 
plainant,  and  Mississippi  River  Fuel 
Corporation,  Defendant,  Docket  No. 
G-17832. 

These  proceedings,  which  were  con¬ 
solidated  for  hearing  and  determination 
by  Commission  order  issued  May  21, 1959 
(21  FPC  701),  involve  applications  filed 
pursuant  to  section  7(a)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (Act)  by  Illinois  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Illinois  Power),  St.  Charles  Gas 
Corporation  (St.  Charles),  and  Mid- 
South  Gas  Company  (MidSouth),  all 
existing  utility  customers  of  Mississippi 
River  Fuel  Corporation  (Mississippi), 
for  increases  in  their  stated  demand 
(which  is  equivalent  to  contract  de¬ 
mands)  ;  and  a  section  7(a)  application 
filed  by  the  City  of  Red  Bud,  Illinois, 
which  seeks  initial  service  from 
Mississippi. 

Also  involved  in  the  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceedings  is  a  complaint  filed  by  Laclede 
Gas  Company  (Laclede),  a  present  re¬ 
sale  customer  of  Mississippi  under  sec¬ 
tion  5(a)  of  the  Act  alleging,  inter  alia, 
that  certain  provisions  of  Mississippi’s 
FPC  Gas  Tariff  and  Mississippi’s  prac¬ 
tices  thereunder  impose  limitations  upon 
the  quantities  of  natural  gas  sold  and 
delivered  by  Mississippi  to  Laclede  which 
are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  and  preferential.  Laclede 
asks  that  the  Commission  find  the  re¬ 
strictive  limitations  on  Mississippi’s  tar¬ 
iff  and  the  practices  threeimder  to  be 
unlawful;  that  it  prescribe  tariff  condi¬ 
tions  eliminating  such  limitations  there¬ 
from  upon  the  quantities  of  natural  gas 
which  Mississippi  shall  deliver  to  Laclede, 
and  prescribe  a  higher  limitation  upon 
terms  and  conditions  that  will  be  just 
and  reasonable.* 

Upon  a  finding  that  the  requirements 
of  section  7(a)  of  the  Act  were  met  the 
presiding  examiner  issued  a  separate 
decision  in  Docket  No.  G-16504  on  July 


*  The  interveners  to  the  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceedings  are:  Missouri  Natural  Gas  Company 
and  Union  Electric  Company  (public  utlUty 
customers  of  Mississippi),  the  City  of  St 
Louis,  Missouri,  and  a  group  of  industrial 
customers  (Industries)  directly  served  by 
Mississippi,  namely  Granite  City  Steel  Com¬ 
pany,  American  Break  Shoe  Company, 
Owens-Illinois  Glass  Company,  Obear-Nester 
Glass  Company,  Olin  Mathieson  Chemical 
Corporation,  C.  K.  WlUlams  &  Company, 
American  Zinc  Company  of  Ulinois,  Pitts¬ 
burgh  Plate  Glass  Company,  Lewln  Mathes 
Company,  Alton  District  Manufacturers’  As¬ 
sociation;  and  Missouri  Rolling  Mill  CorpOTa- 
tion,  another  industrial  concern  directly 
served  by  Mississippi. 
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25  I960,  granting  Red  Bud’s  application 
for  initial  service  from  Mississippi.  The 
remaining  matters  were  disposed  of  by 
his  decision  in  MidSouth  Gtes  Company, 
Docket  Nos.  G-17567,  et  al.,  issued  on 
September  13,  1960,  wherein  he,  among 
other  things,  ordered  pro  rata  increases 
in  the  stated  demands  of  all  Mississippi’s 
utility  customers,  whether  or  not  they 
were  parties  to  the  proceedings,  and 
thereby  allocated  virtually  all  of  the 
present  system  capacity  of  Mississippi, 
which  he  determined  totals  not  less  than 
534,000  Mcf  daily.*  He  also  ordered  re¬ 
visions  and  changes  in  Mississippi’s  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  upon 
finding  certain  provisions  of  that  tariff 
to  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis-  ' 
criminatory,  and  preferential. 

Exceptions  were  filed  to  both  deci¬ 
sions*  challenging,  inter  alia,  the  pre¬ 
siding  examiner’s  findings  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  jurisdiction  to  allocate  all 
of  Mississippi’s  system  capacity  to  the 
utility  customers;  that  Mississippi’s  sys¬ 
tem  has  available  capacity  which  can  be 
used  to  increase  the  stated  demands  of 
the  utilities;  and  that  the  granting  of 
Red  Bud’s  request  as  well  as  the  ordered 
increases  in  stated  demands  of  Missis¬ 
sippi’s  present  utility  customers  meets 
with  the  requirements  of  section  7(a)  of 
the  Act.  'The  presiding  examiner’s 
method  of  allocation,  separate  disposi¬ 
tion  of  Red  Bud’s  application,  and 
ordered  changes  and  revisions  to  Mis¬ 
sissippi’s  tariff  are  among  the  other 
matters  objected  to  in  the  exceptions. 

On  January  10,  1961,  Mississippi  filed 
a  petition  requesting  the  Commission  to 
reopen  the  record  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  additional  evidence  on  the 
ground  that  “changes  of  fact  have  oc¬ 
curred  since  the  conclusion  of  the  hear-  • 
ing  which  are  of  compelling  materiality.’’ 

In  its  petition,  Mississippi  contends 
that  the  basic  issue  involved  in  these 
proceedings  concerns  the  adequacy  of 
the  supply  of  natural  gas  available  to 
meet  the  needs  of  its  utility  customers. 
It  maintains  that  these  proceedings 
primarily  and  basically  involve  the  efforts 
of  certain  of  its  utility  customers,  pri¬ 
marily  Laclede,  Illinois  Power,  St. 
Charles,  and  MidSouth,  to  obtain  addi¬ 
tional  gas  and  that  these  efforts,  of 
necessity,  are  based  on  a  shortage  or 
claimed  shortage  of  natural  gas.  Mis¬ 
sissippi  offers  to  adduce  evidence  pur¬ 
porting  to  show  that  since  the  conclusion 
of  the  hearings  there  have  been  material 
changes  of  fact,  relating  primarily  to  the 
above-mentioned  utilities,  which  have 
“completely  destroyed  ‘gas  shortage’  as 
a  basis  for  decision  herein’’  and  that, 
consequently,  the  utilities  no  longer  have 
need  for  the  increase  in  the  stated  de¬ 
mands  allocated  to  them  by  the  examiner 
in  his  decision  of  September  13,  1960. 

In  support  of  its  allegations,  Missis¬ 
sippi  offers  to  adduce  evidence  showing 


-Capacity  not  allocated  was  2,000  Mcf  for 
pilot  light  service  and  640  Mcf  for  Red  Bud. 

’Exceptions  to  Red  Bud  were  filed  by: 
Illinois  Power,  Mississippi,  Indxistries,  and 
Laclede.  Exceptions  to  MidSouth  were  filed 
by:  Mississippi.  Missouri  Rolling  Mill  Corp., 
Industries,  and  St.  Charles.  Oral  argument 
was  requested  in  both  cases  by  Mississippi 
and  Industries. 


that  the  supplies  of  natural  gas  available 
to  the  various  petitioning  utilities  in  the 
greater  St.  Louis  area,  namely,  Laclede. 
Illinois  Power,  and  St.  Charles,  will  be 
increased  substantially  as  a  result  of  a 
new  pipeline  which  is  presently  being 
constructed  by  and  will  be  operated  by 
its  subsidiary,  Mississippi  River  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (Transmission) ,  for 
the  pmpose  of  transporting  a  new  supply 
of  gas,  initially  50,000  Mcf  daily,  which 
Transmission  on  April  26,  1960,  con¬ 
tracted  to  buy  from  Trunkline  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Trunkline)  at  the  latter’s  facilities 
some  94  miles  from  metropolitan  St. 
Louis.  Mississippi  states  that  on  April 
22,  1960,  Transmission  contracted  to  sell 
and  deliver  to  Laclede  and  Illinois  Power 
the  initial  50,000  Mcf  daily  to  be  pm- 
chased  from  Trunkline,  and  that  this 
sale  and  delivery  alone  will  increase  the 
volumes  of  gas  available  to  Laclede  by 

42.500  Mcf  daily  and  to  Illinois  Power  by 

7.500  Mcf  daily  possibly  by  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  1961-62  heating  season.* 
Concerning  St.  Charles,  Mississippi  be¬ 
lieves  present  negotiations  between 
St.  Charles  and  Transmission  will  pro¬ 
duce  a  definitive  arrangement  by  the 
time  the  hearings  are  reopened  indicat¬ 
ing  that  the  latter  will  supply  St.  Charles 
with  the  additional  gas  it  needs. 

Mississippi  further  alleges  that  it  can 
produce  geological  evidence  showing  the 
additional  storage  area  of  the  Roubidoux 
formation  in  Laclede’s  Lange  Field  will 
be  capable  of  peak  day  deliveries  of  at 
least  37,000  Mcf  by  the  1961-62  heating 
season  and  of  at  least  177,000  Mcf  during 
the  1964-65  heating  season. 

Mississippi  maintains  that  the  reopen¬ 
ing  of  the  hearing  to  allow  the  introduc¬ 
tion  into  the  record  of  evidence  of  the 
new  pipeline  and  its  concomitant  addi¬ 
tional  gas  supply,  together  with  evidence 
of  the  development  of  Laclede’s  Roubi¬ 
doux  formation  and  of  Mississippi’s 
St.  Jacob  storage  field,  which  is  in  an 
exploratory  stage,  will  destroy  the  argu¬ 
ment  of  “gas  shortage’’  in  the  St.  Louis 
area.  Mississippi  avers  that  this  evi¬ 
dence  which  has  come  to  light  since  the 
conclusion  of  the  hearing  will  show  that 
without  the  increase  in  stated  demands 
allocated  by  the  examiner  in  his  deci¬ 
sion  of  September  13,  1960,  Laclede’s 
natural  gas  supply  will  exceed  its  market 
requirements  during  the  heating  seasons 
1962-63  through  1964-65,  and  that  Illi¬ 
nois  Power  until  at  least  1963  will  have 
more  gas  available  than  it  requires. 

Likewise,  Mississippi  alleges  that  sub¬ 
sequent  events  have  so  changed  the 


*  Construction  and  operation  of  the  pipe¬ 
line  as  well  as  the  sales  and  delivery  of  gas 
to  Transmission  and  to  Laclede  and  Illinois 
Power  were  authorized  by  Commission  orders 
issued  November  29,  1960,  and  December  14, 
1960,  in  Docket  Nos.  CP60-22,  et  al.  Both 
contracts,  it  is  alleged,  contain  options  allow¬ 
ing  for  increases  up  to  75,000  Mcf  on  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1962,  and  up  to  100,000  Mcf  on  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1964,  subject  to  certain  conditions 
pertaining  to  Trunkline’s  reserves.  It  is  also 
alleged  that  Trunkline  has  offered  to  accel¬ 
erate  the  delivery  and  sale  of  the  quantity 
increases  so  that  Transmission  could  receive 
either  the  100,000  or  75,000  Mcf  on  December 
1,  1961,  or  if  it  chooses  to  receive  75,000  on 
December  1,  1961,  it  could  receive  100,000  Mcf 
by  December  1,  1962,  or  December  1,  1963,  as 
it  elected. 


supply  picture  of  MidSouth,  a  utility 
customer  located  in  Arkansas,  that  it 
does  not  need  the  increase  in  stated  de¬ 
mands  made  by  the  examiner.  Missis¬ 
sippi  states  it  will  offer  evidence  show¬ 
ing  that  effective  October  3,  1960,  it  in¬ 
creased  MidSouth’s  stated  demand  above 
the  amount  MidSouth  requested  in  its 
section  7(a)  application.  The  increase 
is  alleged  to  have  been  made  possible  be¬ 
cause  of  the  requests  of  Arkansas- 
Louisiana  Gas  Company  (Ark-La)  and 
the  City  of  Altheimer,  Arkansas,  (Alt- 
heimer)  for  reductions  in  their  stated 
demands  and  the  physical  inability  of 
Mississippi’s  system  to  transport  the  re¬ 
leased  gas  to  the  St.  Louis  area. 

In  its  petition  Mississippi  also  ex¬ 
presses  its  willingness  to  suply  Red  Bud’s 
requirements  *  subject  to  the  exceptions 
it  filed  to  the  examiner’s  decision,  i.e., 
providing  the  order  to  serve  and  supply 
Red  Bud  is  limited  to  the  essential  find¬ 
ings  respecting  its  section  7(a)  applica¬ 
tion.* 

Objections  by  way  of  answers  to  Mis¬ 
sissippi’s  petition  to  reopen  were  filed  by 
Laclede,  Illinois  Power,  and  MidSouth. 
While  gas  supply  is  acknowledged  to  be 
an  important  factor  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings,  it  is  contended  that  the  present 
capacity  of  Mississippi’s  system  and  a 
proper  allocation  thereof  as  well  as  the 
legality  of  certain  provisions  of  Missis¬ 
sippi’s  existing  FPC  Gas  Tariff  are  is¬ 
sues  of  equal  importance.  Consequent¬ 
ly,  it  is  stated  that  evidence  relating  to 
present  and  prospective  supplies  of 
natural  gas  from  sources  other  than 
Mississippi  will  have  little  bearing  on 
how  Mississippi’s  capacity  is  to  be  allo¬ 
cated  or  the  inequities  of  its  tariff  recti¬ 
fied.  These  utilities  maintain,  among 
other  things,  that  reopening  will  serve 
no  useful  purpose,  and  that  this  is  an¬ 
other  of  Mississippi’s  delaying  tactics  to 
prevent  the  utilities  from  getting  the 
share  of  gas  allocated  by  the  examiner. 
The  proffered  evidence,  they  state,  is  not 
newly  discovered;  it  was  known  to  Mis¬ 
sissippi  prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  ex¬ 
aminer’s  decision,  and  further,  the  Com¬ 
mission  can  always  take  ofiBcial  notice  of 
the  authorizations  issued  In  Docket  Nos. 
CP60-22,  et  al.,  without  reopening  the 
proceedings. 

Laclede  and  Illinois  Power  character¬ 
ize  the  proposed  deliveries  and  sales  of 
gas  from  Transmission  as  only  a  partial 
and  unsatisfactory  solution  to  their 
problems  of  adequate  gas  supplies  be¬ 
cause  of  the  alleged  substantially  higher 
price  of  that  gas  and  because  their  al¬ 
leged  requirements  are  such  that  they 
need  not  only  all  the  gas  they  can  pur¬ 
chase  from  Transmission  but  also  that 
portion  of  Mississippi’s  capacity  allo- 


®  Red  Bud’s  requirements  are  estimated  to 
be  640.9  Mcf  daily  by  the  third  year  of  opera¬ 
tion. 

*  Much  of  the  reasoning  and  principles  of 
law  set  forth  by  the  examiner  in  his  decision 
of  July  25,  1960,  disposing  of  Red  Bud’s  ap¬ 
plication  are  excepted  to  by  Mississippi  on 
the  grounds  that  their  application  to  any 
of  Mississippi’s  large  volume  customers 
would  adversely  affect  the  rights  of  many  of 
its  existing  customers  and  would  result  in 
an  impairment  of  service  to  them. 
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cated  to  them  by  the  examiner.’  Missis¬ 
sippi’s  evidence  concerning  the  prospec¬ 
tive  deliverability  of  the  Roubidoux  and 
St.  Jacob  storage  areas  is  considered  to 
be  pure  speculation  since  successful  de¬ 
velopment  of  these  fields  has  not  yet 
been  accomplished. 

MidSouth  states  that  its  immediate 
requirements  are  such  that  it  needs  the 
volumes  of  gas  it  is  receiving  as  a  result 
of  the  reduction  in  the  stated  demands 
of  Ark-La  and  Altheimer  as  well  as  the 
additional  volumes  of  gas  allocated  to 
it  by  the  examiner.  It  is  MidSouth’s 
position  that  the  increase  in  stated  de¬ 
mands  emanating  from  the  action  of 
Ark-La  and  Altheimer  was  not  consid¬ 
ered  by  either  MidSouth  or  Mississippi  to 
be  in  lieu  of  and  in  complete  satisfaction 
of  the  volumes  sought  by  MidSouth  in 
the  section  7(a)  proceeding. 

St.  Charles  filed  what  it  entitled  its 
response  to  Mississippi’s  petition  to  re¬ 
open  the  proceedings  and  a  request  for 
an  interim  order  granting  immediate  re¬ 
lief.  St.  Charles  wishes  the  Commission 
to  grant  an  interim  order  directing  Mis¬ 
sissippi  to  supply  it  immediately  with 
part  of  the  additional  natural  gas  re¬ 
quested  in  its  section  7(a)  application, 
i.e..  with  at  least  650  Mcf  daily,  because 
of  its  alleged  dire  need  for  an  immediate 
increase  in  its  stated  demands  resulting 
from  the  increased  and  growing  demands 
of  its  customers  and  the  consequential 
incurrence  of  substantial  penalties  for 
gas  brought  from  Mississippi  in  excess  of 
its  current  stated  demands.  With  regard 
to  negotiations  between  St.  Charles  and 
Transmission  for  additional  natural  gas, 
St.  Charles  states  no  definitive  agree¬ 
ments  have  yet  been  reached  and, 
further,  that  such  gas  would  not  provide 
the  relief  urgently  needed  at  this  time. 
It  appears  St.  Charles  will  not  object  to 
the  granting  of  Mississippi’s  petition  to 
reopen  if  the  Commission  by  interim 
order  immediately  grants  St.  Charles  the 
relief  it  requests. 

Considering  the  arguments  for  and 
against  reopening  we  are  of  the  opinion 
that  in  the  circumstances  of  this  case 
the  public  interest  will  be  best  served  by 
reopening  the  proceedings.  We  believe 
the  changed  circumstances  which  have 
occiUTed  since  the  Examiner  considered 
this  matter  and  the  issues  involved 
should  be  decided  upon  as  complete  a 
record  as  possible. 

It  appears  that  as  a  result  of  the  cer¬ 
tifications  granted  Transmission  in 
Docket  Nos.  CT»60-22,  et  al.,  supplies  of 
gas  available  to  Laclede  and  Illinois 
Power  will  be  augmented  by  some  50,000 
Mcf  per  day.  There  is  the  further  pos¬ 
sibility  that  gas  from  Transmission  may 
alleviate  St.  Charles’  dilemma.  The  de¬ 
velopment  of  storage  areas  also  gives  rise 
to  the  possibility  of  further  amelioration 
of  the  St.  Louis  area’s  gas  supply  prob¬ 
lems.  The  Commission  is  aware  that 
issues  other  than  gas  supply  are  of  equal 


^  Laclede  also  is  of  the  opinion  that  pro¬ 
ceedings  presently  before  the  Commission 
Involving  Trunkline’s  parent  company.  Pan¬ 
handle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company,  may 
substantially  delay  Commission  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  the  increased  deliveries  and  sales 
provided  for  in  the  options  of  the  sales  con¬ 
tracts.  (See  Footnote  4,  supra.) 


importance  in  these  proceedings,  and  we 
are  of  the  opinion  that  an  augmented 
record  containing  the  additional  evidence 
concerning  the  matters  referred  to  above 
may  be  of  such  significance  as  will  affect 
the  disposition  of  these  proceedings,  and 
therefore,  that  the  public  interest  de¬ 
mands  the  introduction  of  such  evidence 
into  the  record. 

In  the  present  posture  of  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  the  Commission  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  record  is  inadequate 
to  make  a  fair  and  reasonable  determi¬ 
nation  of  what  changes,  if  any,  may  be 
required  to  be  made  in  Mississippi’s  tar¬ 
iff  to  allocate  its  system  capacity  among 
all  customers  served.  In  order  to  make 
such  determination,  it  appears  that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  have  in  the  record 
information  concerning  the  present  and 
estimated  future  requirements  of  all 
customers  served  by  Mississippi,  includ¬ 
ing  those  customers  which  presently  are 
not  parties  to  the  proceedings.  In  order 
to  make  a  fair  and  reasonable  alloca¬ 
tion  consideration  must  be  given  to  the 
comparative  needs  for  gas.  The  present 
record  is  inadequate  to  weigh  compara¬ 
tive  needs. 

In  light  of  the  facts  and  circumstances 
involved  herein  we  think  that  Red  Bud’s 
application  should  not  be  considered  and 
disposed  of  separately.  However,  since 
there  appears  to  be  little  opposition  to 
the  granting  of  its  application.  Red  Bud, 
if  it  so  desires,  may  let  the  record  stand, 
as  it  now  exists,  concerning  the  evidence 
directed  to  its  meeting  the  requirements 
of  section  7(a)  of  the  Act  and  its  show¬ 
ing  of  need  for  the  available  gas  supplies. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  appropriate  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  consistent  with  the  orderly 
administration  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
to  reopen  the  record  in  these  proceedings 
for  the  purposes  of : 

(a)  Taking  additional  evidence  on  the 
issues  of  the  relative  need  of  the  various 
utility  customers  of  Mississipi  for  gas 
from  pipeline  capacity  available  to  Mis¬ 
sissippi. 

(b)  Taking  additional  evidence  on  the 
issues  of  changes,  if  any,  required  in 
Mississippi’s  tariff  pertaining  to  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  priorities  of  service  be¬ 
tween  direct  and  resale,  customers. 

(c)  Taking  additional  evidence  con¬ 
cerning  the  supplies  of  gas  presently 
available  to  Mississippi’s  various 
customers. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  consolidated  proceedings  in 
Docket  Nos.  G-16504,  et  al.,  are  hereby 
reopened  for  further  hearing  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  hereinbefore  specified  and  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  remanded  to  the  presiding 
examiner  for  such  further  hearing. 

(B)  In  order  to  facilitate  the  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings,  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  shall  be  held  in  the 
above-captioned  proceedings,  on  April 
11,  1961,  at  10:00  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  a  Hearing 
Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  for 
clarification  of  the  issues  and  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  evidence  concerning  all  of  the 
issues  to  be  presented  at  the  hearing. 

(C)  The  further  hearing  before  the 
presiding  examiner  shall  be  held  at  a 
time,  place,  and  date  to  be  determined 


by  the  examiner  at  the  prehearing  con- 
ference,  but  at  as  early  a  date  as  feasible. 

(D)  The  request  filed  by  St.  Charles 
Gas  Corporation  on  January  23, 1961,  for 
an  interim  order  granting  immediate  re¬ 
lief  is  hereby  denied. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-2871:  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  E-69851 

INTERSTATE  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

March  28, 1961. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  16,  1961, 
an  application  was  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  by  Inter¬ 
state  Power  Company  (“Applicant”),  a 
corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  Delaware  and  domesticated 
in  the  States  of  Illinois,  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
and  South  Dakota  with  its  principal 
business  office  at  Dubuque,  Iowa,  seek¬ 
ing  an  order  authorizing  the  issuance  of 
(a)  $9,000,000  principal  amount  First 
Mortgage  Bonds  __  percent  Series  due 
1991  and,  (b)  223,833  shares  (maximum) 
of  Additional  Common  Stock.  The 
aforesaid  First  Mortgage  Bonds  ("New 
Bonds”)  are  to  be  issued  under  Appli¬ 
cant’s  Indenture  dated  as  of  January 
1,  1948,  to  The  Chase  National  Bank 
of  the  City  of  New  York  and  Carl  E. 
Buckley  as  Trustees,  as  supplemented  by 
seven  Supplemental  Indentures  and  as 
will  be  further  supplemented  by  a  pro¬ 
posed  Eighth  Supplemental  Indenture  to 
be  dated  as  of  May  1,  1961.  According 
to  the  application  the  New  Bonds  will 
be  sold  and  the  interest  rate  fixed  by 
competitive  bidding.  They  will  be  dated 
as  of  May  1,  1961;  will  mature  on  May 
1,  1991;  and  will  be  issued  on  the  clos¬ 
ing  date  tentatively  fixed  for  May  26, 
1961.  Applicant  proposes  initially  to 
offer  to  its  Common  Stockholders  202,333 
shares  of  Additional  Common  Stock  on 
the  basis  of  one  additional  share  for 
each  sixteen  shares  held  of  record;  in 
addition,  where  holdings  are  not  evenly 
divisible  by  sixteen  or  are  less  than 
sixteen.  Warrant  holders  will  have  the 
“Incidental  Right”  to  subscribe  for  one 
full  share  with  the  number  of  Rights 
which  exceed  a  multiple  of  sixteen  or  are 
less  than  sixteen.  The  21,500  other 
shares  included  in  the  223,833  shares 
(maximum)  covered  by  this  application 
will  be  issued  only  to  the  extent,  if  any, 
that  it  is  necessary  to  issue  more  than 
202,333  shares  by  reason  of  the  exercise 
of  “Incidental  Rights”  to  satisfy  pri¬ 
mary  subscription  rights.  Applicant 
proposes  to  issue  and  sell  to  imderwriters 
at  competitive  bidding,  such  of  the 
202,333  shares  of  Additional  Common 
Stock  as  shall  not  be  subscribed  for  pur¬ 
suant  to  Applicant’s  proposed  subscrip¬ 
tion  offer.  Applicant  states  that  the  net 
proceeds  received  from  the  issuance  and 
sale  of  the  aforesaid  New  Bonds  and 
Additional  Common  Stock  will  be  used  to 
retire  bank  loans,  and  to  finance  in  part, 
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Applicant’s  construction  program  for  the 
remainder  of  1961.  ^ 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protests  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before  the 
19th  day  of  April  1961,  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D  C.,  petitions  or  protests  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  The  application  is  on 
file  and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-2872;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  E-69871 

northwestern  public  service  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

March  28, 1961. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  24,  1961, 
an  application  was  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  by  North¬ 
western  Public  Service  Company  (“Ap¬ 
plicant”),  a  corporation  organized  un¬ 
der  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware 
and  doing  business  in  the  States  of  South 
Dakota  and  Nebraska  with  its  principal 
business  ofiBce  at  Huron,  South  Dakota, 
seeking  an  order  authorizing  the  issu¬ 
ance  of:  (1)  10,000  shares  of  Cumula¬ 
tive  Preferred  Stock,  (2)  54,571  shares  of 
Common  Stock,  (3)  $4,000,000  principal 
amount  of  First  Mortgage  Bonds  if  the 
Company’s  outstanding  $1,500,000  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  dVa  percent  Bonds  are 
concurrently  redeemed,  or  $2,500,000 
principal  amount  if  said  dVa  percent 
Bonds  are  not  so  redeemed,  and  (4) 
$2,400,000  of  unsecured,  short-term 
Promissory  Notes.  The  10,000  shares  of 
Cumulative  Preferred  Stock  are  to  be 
sold  by  private  placement.  The  addi¬ 
tional  54,571  shares  of  Common  Stock 
are  to  be  offered  first  to  the  Common 
Stockholders  on  a  pro-rata  basis,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  preemptive  rights  of 
such  holders,  with  the  privilege  of  sub¬ 
scribing  for  additional  shares,  subject 
to  allotment;  any  remaining  shares  will 
be  offered,  through  underwriters,  to  the 
general  public.  With  respect  to  the 
issuance  and  sale  of  the  Preferred  Stock 
and  of  the  Common  Stock,  Applicant  has 
requested  exemption  from  §  34.1a  of  the 
regulations  of  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
requirii^  competitive  bidding.  The  New 
Bonds  will  be  offered  at  competitive  bid¬ 
ding,  pursuant  to  the  forms  of  Public 
Invitation  for  Bids,  the  Statement  of 
Terms  and  Conditions  Relating  to  Bids, 
and  the  Form  of  Bid,  copies  of  which 
will  be  supplied  by  amendment.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  Promissory  Notes 
will  be  issued  to  a  commercial  bank  or 
banks,  not  for  resale  to  the  public,  and 
that  no  finder’s  fee  or  fees,  commission  or 
remuneration  will  be  paid  in  connection 
therewith  to  any  third  person  for  ne¬ 
gotiating  the  transaction. 

According  to  the  application,  the 
proceeds  from  the  above-described  issu¬ 
ances  and  sale  thereof  will  be  used  to 
finance  in  part  Applicant’s  1961  con¬ 
struction  program;  to  make  a  contribu- 
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tion  of  approximately  $191,000  to  North¬ 
ern  Natural  Gas  Company  for  defrayal 
of  part  of  its  cost  of  necessary  pipeline 
facilities;  and,  to  purchase,  subject  to 
approval  of  this  Commission,  certain 
existing  electric  facilities  in  South 
Dakota  for  a  base  purchase  price  of 
$1,350,000.  The  principal  items  of  Appli¬ 
cant’s  1961  construction  program 
expenditures  are  stated  to  be,  approx¬ 
imately,  as  follows:  $1,750,000  for 
routine  extensions  and  additions  to  its 
existing  electric  and  gas  systems  in  South 
Dakota,  $275,000  for  routine  extensions 
and  additions  to  existing  gas  distribution 
systems  in  Nebraska,  $1,500,000  for  com¬ 
pletion  of  a  new  15,000  kw  gas  turbine 
electric  generating  plant  near  Huron, 
South  Dakota,  and  $450,000  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  gas  distribution  systems  in 
eight  additional  communities  in  South 
Dakota. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  before  the  17th 
day  of  April  1961,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C., 
petitions  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  The  application  is  on  file 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2873;  Piled.  Mar.  31.  1961; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[Docket  Nos.  RI60-92  etc.] 

,  OHIO  OIL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Prescribing  Hearing  Procedure 

March  28,  1961. 

The  Ohio  Oil  Company,  Docket  Nos. 
RI60-92,  G-12037,  G-13465,  0-13521,  G- 
16688,  G-16672,  G-17275,  G-17986,  G- 
19763;  The  Ohio  Oil  Company  (Oper¬ 
ator)  et  al..  Docket  No.  G-20185. 

The  hearings  in  these  consolidated 
proceedings  commenced  on  September 
13,  1960.  In  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dure  prescribed  by  the  Commission’s 
order  issued  herein  February  29,  1960, 
The  Ohio  Oil  Company  (Ohio  Oil),  the 
Respondent,  has  presented  its  direct 
cases  under  section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  in  support  of  proposed  increased 
rates  which  are  subject  to  refund  in  each 
of  the  above-captioned  dockets  except 
Docket  No.  RI60-92.  Upon  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  all  cross-examination  on  March 
7,  1961,  of  Ohio  Oil’s  direct  case  after 
hearing  various  motions  for  recess  of 
hearings,  the  Presiding  Examiner  pre¬ 
scribed  the  procedure  to  be  followed 
thereafter.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Presiding  Examiner  found  that  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  to  permit  a  hearing  recess  in 
excess  of  the  thirty  days  authorized 
under  §  1, 13(e)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  his 
ruling  was  made  subject  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  approval  and  the  pertinent  por¬ 
tions  of  the  record  were  certified  to  the 
Commission  on  March  8,  1961. 

The  procedure  prescri^d  by  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Examiner  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  Staff  to  serve  its  cost  of  service 
prepared  testimony  and  exhibits  on  or 
before  April  7,  1961; 


2.  The  Staff  to  serve  the  remainder  of 
its  prepared  testimony  and  exhibits,  in¬ 
cluding  proposed  rate  design,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  28,  1961; 

3.  The  Interveners  to  serve  their  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  12,  1961;  and 

4.  Reconvene  the  hearing  on  June  26, 
1961,  for  the  receipt  in  evidence,  and 
cross-examination  thereon,  of  the  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits  of  the  Commission 
Staff  and  Interveners. 

The  Commission  finds:  The  hearing 
procedure  and  recess  of  hearings  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Presiding  Examiner,  sis 
set  forth  above,  is  necessary  and  appro¬ 
priate  to  the  prompt  and  orderly  disposi¬ 
tion  of  these  proceedings. 

'The  Commission  orders:  The  recess  of 
hearings  prescribed  by  the  Presiding  Ex¬ 
aminer,  as  set  forth  above,  is  hereby 
approved. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2874;  PUed,  Mar.  81,  1961; 

8:45  ajn.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

March  29,  1961. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-amd-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  36991:  Vegetable  cake  or 
meal — southwestern  territory  to  Moun¬ 
tain-Pacific  territory.  Filed  by  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee.  Agent  (No.  A- 
2173) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  cottonseed  or  soybean  oil  cake  or 
meal,  in  carloads,  as  described  in  the 
application,  from  points  ‘  in  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri.  New 
Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee  and  Texas, 
to  points  in  Colorado.  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Truck  competition, 
short-line  distance  formula  and  group¬ 
ing. 

Tariff:  Supplement  62  to  Trans-Con¬ 
tinental  Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  1578. 

FSA  No.  36992:  Cinders  from  Con¬ 
verse.  Tex.,  to  Wichita.  Kans.  Filed  by 
Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent 
(No.  B-7990) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  cinders,  clay  or  shale,  ground 
or  not  ground,  in  bulk,  in  carloads,  from 
Converse,  Tex.,  to  Wichita,  Kans. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Short-line  distance 
formula. 

Tariff:  Supplement  106  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  4319. 

FSA  No.  36993:  Cinders  from  Mackie. 
Kans..  to  southwest  and  Kansas.  Filed 
by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent 
(No.  B-7991) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  cinders,  clay  or  rhale,  ground 
or  not  ground,  in  bulk,  in  carloads,  from 
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Mackie,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  ment  9  to  Illinois  Freight  Association 
KH.n5MJi  Louisiana  (west  of  the  Missis-  tariff  I.C.C.  946. 


sippi  River),  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:- Supplement  106  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  4319. 

FSA  No.  36994:  Cement  from  Mar¬ 
quette,  Mo.,  to  southern  territory.  Filed 
by  O.  W.  South.  Jr.,  Agent  (No.  A4078) , 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
cement  and  related  articles,  in  carloads, 
from  Marquette,  Mo.,  to  points  in  south¬ 
ern  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition,  short-line  distance  formula  and 
grouping. 

Tariff:  Supplement  39  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  S-61. 

FSA  No.  36995:  Asphalt — Montana 
and  Wyoming  to  North  and  South 
Dakota.  Filed  by  Chicago,  Burlington 
A  Quincy  Railroad  Company  (No,  64), 
Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pa¬ 
cific  Railroad  Company  (No.  4097), 
Great  Northern  Railway  Company  (No, 
1073),  and  Northern  Pacific  Railway 
Company  (No.  117),  for  themselves  and 
Soo  Line  Railroad  Company.  Rates  on 
asphalt  (asphaltxun) ,  natural,  by¬ 
product  or  petroleum,  other  than  paint, 
stain  or  varnish,  in  tank-car  loads,  from 
Billings,  East  Billings,  Great  Falls  and 
Laurel,  Mont.,  Casper,  Cody,  Glenrock, 
Newcastle  and  Thermopolis,  Wyo.,  to 
points  in  North  Dakota  and  South 
Dakota. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariffs:  Supplement  55  to  Chicago, 
Burlington  &  Quincy  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany’s  tariff  I.C.C.  20474,  and  other 
schedules  named  in  the  application. 

FSA  No.  36996:  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles — Chicago,  III.,  to  Louisiana  points. 
Filed  by  Illinois  Freight  Association, 
Agent  (No.  128) ,  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  iron  and  steel  articles, 
as  described  in  the  application,  in  car¬ 
loads,  from  CHiicago,  Ill.,  and  points 
taking  the  same  rates,  also  Sterling, 
Bl.,  to  specified  points  in  Louisiana  on 
the  IC  and  L&A. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff :  Supplement  9  to  Illinois 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  946. 

Aggregate-of-Intermediates 

FSA  No.  36997:  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles— official  territory  to  official- 
southern  territory  border  points.  Filed 
by  TraflBc  Executive  Association-Eastern 
Railroads,  Agent  (ER  No.  2571),  for  in¬ 
terested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  iron 
and  steel  articles,  as  described  in  the 
applications,  in  carloads,  from  points  in 
official  (including  Illinois)  territory,  to 
official-southern  territory  border  points. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Maintenance  of 
depressed  rates  established  to  meet  com¬ 
petition  without  having  to  use  such  rates 
as  factors  in  constructing  combination 
rates. 

Tariffs:  Supplement  22  to  Trunk 
Line-Central  Territory  Railroads  Tariff 
Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  C-90  and  Supple- 


By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2885;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:47  am.] 


[Notice  473] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

March  29,  1961. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  63808.  By  order  of  March 
27,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Eugene  B.  Kimball,  Mil- 
lerton,  N.Y.,  of  Permit  No.  MC  19362, 
issued  January  17,  1951,  to  LeRoy  S. 
Kimball  and  S.  E.  Kimball,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  S.  E.  Kimball  &  Son,  Millerton, 
N.Y.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of: 
Ground  and  pulverized  limestone,  from 
Falls  Village,  Conn.,  to  Harrisville  and 
Kingston.  RJ.,  and  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  and  New  York  within  a  specified 
territory.  Martin  Lewis,  Millerton,  N.Y., 
attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  63830.  By  order  of  March 
27,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Welsh  Bros.  Motor  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.,  Hammond,  Ind.,  of  Certificate 
No.  MC  45716  Sub  2,  issued  October  11, 
1960,  to  Matthew  C.  Welsh  and  Robert  J. 
Welsh,  doing  business  as  Welsh  Brothers 
Motor  Service,  Hammond,  Ind.,  author¬ 
izing  the  transportation  of :  General 
commodities,  excluding  household  goods, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  other  specified 
commodities,  between  points  in  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  Commercial  Zone,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  and  Michigan  within  70  miles  of 
Chicago.  Bernard  G.  Colby,  1  North 
La  Salle  Street,  (Chicago  2,  HI.,  attorney 
at  law  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  63982.  By  order  of  March 
27,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Empire  Bus  Lines,  Inc., 
Poughkeepsie,  N.Y.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC 
67247,  issued  May  30,  1942,  to  'Twilight 
Bus  Line,  Inc.,  Red  Hook,  N.Y.,  author¬ 
izing  the  transportation,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
point  indicated,  in  charter  operations, 
from  Red  Hook,  N.Y.,  to  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  return.  Louis  H.  Shereff,  292 
Madison  Avenue,  New  York  17,  N.Y., 
attorney  for  applicants. 


No.  MC-FC  64001.  By  order  of  March  I 
27,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  I 
the  transfer  to  Wesley  G.  King,  doing  I 
business  as  King  Transfer  &  Storage  I 
Company,  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  of  Certifl-  i 
cates  Nos.  MC  75829  and  MC  75829  Sub  4, 
issued  June  25,  1942,  and  May  12,  1945, 
respectively  to  G.  F.  King,  doing  business 
as  King  Transfer  &  Storage  Company, 
Seminole,  Okla.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  household  goods,  over  ir- 
regular  routes,  between  points  in  Semi- 
nole,  Pottawatomie,  Pontotoc,  Hughes, 
and  Okfuskee  Counties,  Okla.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Texas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  ' 
Louisiana,  and  New  Mexico,  between 
points  in  Oklahoma,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas, 
Kansas,  and  Missouri,  between  points  in 
Oklahoma,  other  than  those  in  Seminole, 
Pottawatomie,  Pontotoc,  Hughes,  and 
Okfuskee  Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  a  described  por¬ 
tion  of  Texas,  between  points  in  Kansas, 
Missouri,  and  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Texas  and 
New  Mexico,  between  points  in  Kansas, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arkansas  and  Louisiana,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  a  described  portion  of 
Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Hlinois,  Indiana,  and 
Kentucky,  between  points  in  Oklahoma 
and  Kansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other  points  in  Mississippi,  and  be-  I 
tween  points  in  Oklahoma,  on  the  one  f 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala-  f 
bama,  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Lou-  i 
isiana,  Michigan,  New  Mexico,  Tennes-  f 
see,  and  Texas.  Leslie  L.  Conner,  630  1 
Hightower  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  I 
Okla.,  attorney  for  applicants.  > 

No.  MC-FC  64021.  By  order  of  March 
27,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Wheatley  Trucking,  Inc., 
Brohawn  Avenue,  Cambridge,  Md.,  of 
portion  of  Certificate  No.  MC  44401, 
issued  December  16,  1953,  to  Maitland 
Brothers  Transfer,  Incorporated,  254 
East  Bank  Street,  Petersburg,  Va.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation,  of  canned 
food  products,  over  regular  routes,  from 
Frederick,  Md.,  to  Petersburg,  Va.,  and 
of  feed,  roll  paper,  roofing  paper, 
shingles,  glass  jars,  and  such  commodi¬ 
ties  as  are  dealt  in  by  wholesale  grocers, 
over  irregular  routes,  from  Petersburg, 
Va.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina.  I 

No.  MC-FC  64035.  By  order  of  March 
27,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Alvin  R.  Hagen  and  Neal 
C.  Fergerson,  a  partnership,  doing  busl-  ■ 
ness  as  Great  Western  Bus  Line,  17  Main 
Street,  Kalispell,  Mont.,  of  portion  of 
Certificate  No.  MC  26451  Sub  1,  issued 
July  22,  1960,  to  Intermountain  Trans¬ 
portation  Company,  a  corporation,  7-9 
Main  St.,  Anaconda,  Mont.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express,  mail,  and 
newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Kalispell,  Mont., 
and  Havre,  Mont.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

No.  MC-FC  64042.  By  order  of  March 
27,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Joyner  Trucking  Com¬ 
pany,  a  corporation.  Woodland,  N.C.,  of 
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Certificate  No.  MC  2379,  issued  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1953,  to  Wingate  Gordon  Joyner, 
doing  business  as  Joyner  Trucking  Co., 
Woodland,  N.C.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregular  routes,  of  com¬ 
modities  classified  as  meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  by-products,  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packing  houses,  from  Weldon,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  five  specified  counties  in  North 
Carolina,  agricultural  commodities  and 
lumber,  from  Severn  and  Mount  Olive, 
N.C.,  and  points  in  North  Carolina  with¬ 
in  50  miles  of  Severn  and  those  within 
50  miles  of  Mount  Olive,  to  five  specified 
counties  in  Virginia,  and  Washington, 
D.C.,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials, 
from  Norfolk,  Va.,  and  points  within  10 
miles  thereof  to  Severn,  N.C.,  and  points 
in  North  Carolina  within  75  miles  of  Sev¬ 
ern,  general  commodities,  except  house¬ 
hold  goods,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
other  specified  commodities,  between 
points  in  Hertford,  Bertie,  and  North¬ 
ampton  Counties,  N.C.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Ahoskie,  N.C.,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  North  Carolina  and 
Virginia  within  150  miles  of  Ahoskie, 
containers  for  fruits  and  vegetables,  and 
crate  material,  from  Murfreesboro, 
N.C.,  and  points  in  North  Carolina  with¬ 
in  50  miles  of  Murfreesboro,  to  six  spec¬ 
ified  towns  in  Maryland,  Dover,  Del.,  and 
points  in  Delaware  within  25  miles  of 
Dover,  Martinsburg,  W.  Va.,  and  points 
in  Virginia,  and  household  goods,  be¬ 
tween  Como,  N.C.,  i  nd  points  in  North 
Carolina  within  50  miles  of  Como,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Virginia  and  South  Carolina.  J.  G.  Rev- 
elle,  Jr.,  Murfreesboro,  N.C.,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  64049.  By  order  of  March 
27,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Henry  Kurtz,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Hamscher  &  Kurtz,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC  30715,  issued 
June  3,  1949,  to  Walter  Hamscher  and 
Henry  Kurtz,  a  partnership,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Hamscher  &  Kurtz,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  authorizing  the  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  household  goods, 
between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
Jersey.  John  H.  Derby,  816  Common¬ 
wealth  Building,  1201  Chestnut  Street, 
Philadelphia  7,  Pa.,  Transportation  Con¬ 
sultant  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-2886;  Filed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[No.  33683] 

TEXAS  INTRASTATE  PASSENGER 
COACH  FARES 

Notice  of  Investigation  and  Hearing 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  2,  held  at  its 
office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  23d 
day  of  March,  A.D.  1961. 

It  appearing.  That  by  order  dated 
December  31,  1956,  in  Ex  Parte  No.  207, 
Increased  Pares  in  Western  Territory — 
1956,  and  Investigation  and  Suspension 


Docket  No.  7096,  Increased  Passenger 
Fares — Western  Railroads,  308 1.C.C.  125, 
the  Commission  authorized  a  5  percent 
increase  in  interstate  one-way  and 
round-trip  passenger  coach  fares  for 
western  railroads;  and  that  increases 
under  such  authorizations  have  been 
made; 

It  further  appearing.  That  a  petition 
dated  February  9,  1961,  has  been  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  behalf  of  the  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  Texas  and  New 
Orleans  Railroad  Company,  and  The 
Texas  and  Pacific  Railway  Company,  re¬ 
questing  this  Commission  to  permit  or 
authorize  them  to  increase  their  intra¬ 
state  passenger  coach  fares  to  the  same 
level  as  prescribed  for  interstate  pas¬ 
senger  coach  fares  in  the  above  cited 
proceedings.  Petitioners  aver  that  their 
inability  to  obtain  the  proposed  in¬ 
creases  for  intrastate  passenger  coach 
fares  through  the  State  of  Texas  results 
in  disadvantage  to  and  undue,  unreason¬ 
able  and  unjust  discrimination  against 
interstate  commerce  in  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  13  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
and  request  the  Commission  to  institute 
an  investigation  of  the  lawfulness  of  the 
intrastate  fares; 

And  it  further  appearing.  That  said 
petition  brings  in  issue  passenger  coach 
fares  made  or  imposed  by  the  authority 
of  the  State  of  Texas; 

It  is  ordered.  That  in  response  to  the 
said  petition  an  investigation  be,  and  it 
is  hereby,  instituted,  and  that  a  hearing 
be  held  for  the  purpose  of  giving  re¬ 
spondents  hereinafter  designated  and 
any  other  interested  persons  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  present  evidence  to  determine 
whether  the  petitioners’  present  pas¬ 
senger  coach  fares  made  or  imposed  by 
the  State  of  Texas  cause,  or  will  cause, 
any  imdue  or  unreasonable  advantage, 
preference  or  prejudice  as  between  per¬ 
sons  or  localities  in  intrastate  commerce, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  interstate  com¬ 
merce,  on  the  other  hand,  or  any  undue, 
imreasonable  or  imjust  discrimination 
against,  or  undue  burden  on,  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  and  to  determine 
what  fares,  if  any,  or  what  maximum  or 
minimum,  or  maximum  and  minimum, 
fares  shall  be  prescribed  to  remove  the 
unlawful  advantage,  preference,  prej¬ 
udice,  discrimination,  or  imdue  burden, 
if  any,  that  may  be  found  to  exist; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  Texas 
and  New  Orleans  Railroad  Company  and 
The  Texas  and  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  made 
respondents  to  this  proceeding;  that  a 
copy  of  this  order  be  served  upon  said 
respondents,  and  that  the  State  of  Texas 
be  notified  of  this  proceeding  by  sending 
copies  of  this  order  and  of  the  said  peti¬ 
tion  by  certified  mail  to  the  Governor  of 
the  said  State  and  to  the  Railroad  Com¬ 
mission  of  Texas  at  Austin,  Texas; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  proceeding  be  given  to  the  public 
by  depositing  a  copy  of  this  order  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  filing 
a  copy  with  the  Federal  Register  Divi¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.; 


And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
assigned  for  hearing  on  May  15,  1961,  at 
9:30  o’clock  a.m.,  U.S.  standard  time  (or 
9:30  a.m.,  local  daylight  saving  time,  if 
that  time  is  observed)  at  the  offices  of 
the  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas  at 
Austin,  Texas,  before  Examiner  J.  F. 
Wright  and  for  a  recommended  report. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-2887;  PUed.  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:47  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

National  Park  Service 

[Order  No.  3,  Arndt.  6] 

ASSISTANT  REGIONAL  DIRECTOR 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Execution  and  Approval  of  Con¬ 
tracts  for  Construction,  Supplies, 
Equipment  and  Services 

Sections  No.  4,  5,  6,  7,  and  8  are  here¬ 
by  renumbered  5,  6,  7,  8,  and  9,  respec¬ 
tively. 

A  new  section,  numbered  4,  and  read¬ 
ing  as  follows  is  added : 

Sec.  4.  Assistant  Regional  Director. 
The  Assistant  Regional  Director  may  ex¬ 
ecute  and  approve  contracts  not  in  excess 
$200,000  for  construction,  supplies, 
equipment  and  services.  This  authority 
may  be  exercised  by  the  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Director  in  behalf  of  any  office  or 
area  for  which  the  Region  Four  Office 
serves  as  the  field  finance  office. 

(National  Park  Service  Order  No.  14  (19  P.R. 
8824) :  39  Stat.  635;  16  n.S.C.,  1952  ed.,  sec. 
2.  Region  Four  Order  No.  3  (21  FJl.  1494) ) 

Lawrence  C.  Merriam, 

Regional  Director. 

March  6, 1961. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-2882;  Plied,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:47  ajn.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
HAROLD  A.  MONTAG 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interest  as  re¬ 
ported  in  the  Federal  Register  during 
the  past  six  months. 

A.  Deletions:  No  Change. 

B.  Additions:  Studebaker  Packard. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  March  11, 
1961. 

Dated:  March  22,  1961. 

Harold  A.  Montag. 

IF.R.  Doc.  61-2897;  Filed,  Mar.  31,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 
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SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

I  Delegation  of  Authority  30-XIII-4  (Rev.  1)  ] 

REGIONAL  COUNSEL,  SEATTLE 
REGIONAL  OFFICE 

Delegation  Relating  to  Legal 
Functions 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Regional  Director  by  Delegation 
No.  30  (Revision),  as  amended  (25  F.R. 
1706  and  7418  and  26  F.R.  177) ,  there  is 
hereby  redelegated  to  the  Regional 
Counsel,  Seattle  Regional  Office,  Small 
Business  Administration,  the  authority: 

A.  Legal.  To  disburse  approved  loans. 

B.  Administrative.  1.  To  approve  (a) 
annual  and  sick  leave  except  advanced 
annual  and  sick  leave  and  (b)  leave 
without  pay  not  to  exceed  5  days  for 
employees  under  his  supervision. 

2.  To  authorize  or  approve  travel  for 
employees  under  his  supervision. 

II.  The  authority  delegated  herein 
may  not  be  redelegated. 

ni.  The  authority  delegated  herein 
may  be  exercised  by  any  SBA  employee 
designated  as  Acting  Regional  Counsel. 

rv.  All  previous  authority  delegated 
to  the  Regional  Counsel  is  hereby  re¬ 
scinded  without  prejudice  to  actions 
taken  imder  such  delegations  prior  to  the 
date  hereof. 

Effective  date:  January  26,  1961. 

Neal  E.  Totjrtellotte, 
Regional  Director, 
Seattle  Regional  Office. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-2884;  Piled,  Mar.  31,  1961; 

8:47  a.tn.] 


